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CHAPTER I. 
St. Vulliam in prosperity. 


Sr. WitL14M was the son of Lord Herbert, by Emma 
of Blois, sister to Stephen, king of England, and was 
born about the latter end of the eleventh century. 
Little is known of the early part of his life; and he 
must have been somewhat advanced in years before he 
entered upon the field of public action. More than 
ordinary care seems to have been paid to his educa- 
tion : his parents were not forgetful of the many dan- 
gers which beset the path of boyhood ; for when he 
was quite young, they committed him to the charge of 
a preceptor, under whose care he made great progress 
in general literature and the studies of the times. Nor 
was he remarkable only for his learning. There were 
in his character the elements and ground-work of what 
he was to be hereafter. Great purity and integrity of 
life, exceeding beneficence to the poor, together with a 
kind and amiable disposition formed the soil in which 
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the seeds of the saintly character were to be sown, 
which, as we shall see in the sequel, took deep root, 
and in the end brought forth fruit unto perfection. 

But this perfection came not without difficulty and 
reverses. God’s ways for fashioning and moulding His 
Saints are manifold : some He leads on and on in holy 
innocence even from the waters of the Font, and suffers 
them not to be led astray, nor their Baptismal robe to 
be spotted by the taints of sin ; others He tries by 
affliction, others by the fierce assaults of Satan, and the 
powers of evil, while others He exposes to the vanities 
and allurements of the world. He sets them in high 
places ; He gives them riches ; He allows them to be 
courted and honoured, and then by some sudden re- 
verse, by the failure of long cherished hopes or plans, 
He makes them see the utter nothingness of the world. 
They wake as from a dream, and to their astonishment 
find they have been feeding upon vanities, and that the 
only reality is the Cross : and thus even these are led 
onwards to perfection, and in the end become the 
chosen ones of God. ‘They do indeed bring forth the 
fruit of saintliness, although for a while the good seed 
seemed well nigh choked, and they were judged by - 
others to be tending in their course towards a miserable 
and hopeless end. ‘To this latter class does he belong, 
whose life we have undertaken to write, and not to an- 
ticipate the events in his history, it may be briefly 
stated, that in his case the graces of the Saint shone 
not forth, until he had endured the abasements and hu- 
miliation of the Penitent. 

William’s position in the world and circumstances 
were against him: he was of the Royal family, and 
therefore thrown at once into the temptations and cor- 
ruptions of a Court life and Court influence. His 
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uncle, Henry of Blois, Bishop of Winchester, and the 
Pope’s Legate was his patron, and to him he owed his pro- 
motion. Henry was doubtless a man of much ability, 
and, as a statesman, full of intrigue and court policy, 
was well suited for the times in which he lived ; but 
viewing him as a Bishop and not as a statesman, he 
cannot claim our respect or admiration: we cannot 
acquit him of great worldly-mindedness, not to say 
actual want of principle. Such was the man to whom 
William was under great obligation, and it need hardly 
be said that it requires a mind of no ordinary upright- 
ness and independence to escape the evil effects which 
are almost invariably the consequences of being patron- 
ized and advanced by those in authority. The courts 
of Kings and lordly palaces are not fit schools for the 
Church’s Saints ; few pass through them without feel- 
ing their evil influence, to many they have proved 
their ruin. In addition to this,! William was brought 
up in the midst of riches and pleasures, those sad im- 
pediments to progress in the spiritual life: and that 
they had a bad effect upon his character is proved from 
the unfitness which is recorded of him for labour or any 
great exertion of body or mind, which led to a habit of 
occupying himself in matters of minor importance when 
more urgent duties were demanding his attention.” 
But we will now proceed at once to his history : he 
first comes before us as Treasurer of the Cathedral 
Church of York, an office to which he was promoted 
from personal merit, and which he discharged in a very 
exemplary manner. This gave him the opportunity of 
exercising his charitable disposition, and on being made 


1 John Prior Hagust. ap. Twysden. a. 1146. p. 274. 
Vib pe2 10: 
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Treasurer, he distributed his own wealth amongst the 
poor, “considering no treasure more precious than 
giving to those in poverty.”® The year in which he 
was made Treasurer is not known, and there is no no- 
tice of dates respecting him until the year 1140, from 
which time we are able to place the various events of 
his life in their proper order. 

On the fifth of February, 1140, the venera- 
ble Thurstan, Archbishop of York, died :* he aie 140. 
had been Archbishop for six and twenty 
years, and had governed his diocese with much vigour 
and godly prudence. He had been chaplain to King 
Henry I., who found in him a most valuable counsellor, 
so much so that during the King’s life he is said to 
have managed all the affairs of England and Nor- 
mandy.’ He founded eight religious houses, and among 
them the once celebrated Abbey of Fountains, to which 
he ordained one Richard, a Benedictine monk, as the 
first Abbot, Dec. 15th, 11382. A short time before his 
death he resigned his see, and retired as a monk to the 
Cluniac Abbey of Pontefract, where he finished his 
course in peace and tranquillity. ® 

At his death, the spirit of contention and discord — 
began to show itself amongst the clergy of York. For 
a whole year, the Dean and Chapter and the rest of the 
Clergy, in whom the power of election was vested, were 
divided in opinion as to a fit person to fill the vacant 
see. At this period the English Church was suffering 


3 Bromton, ap. Twysden. p. 1041. Capgrave. fol. 310, 2. 
4 John Hagust. p. 268. 
5 Bolland, Act. SS. in vita S. Gul. June 8. Stubbs, ap. 
Twysden. p. 1714. 
* Bromton, p. 1028. Dugdale Monast. Angl. vol. v. p. 286—8. 
Manriquez Ann. Cisterc. a. 1143. cap. ii. § 5. 


~ 


ARCHBISHOP OF YORK. 3) 


under the commotion to which the great ecclesiastical 
questions of the day had given rise. The Bishops and 
superior Ecclesiastics were necessarily politicians, and 
were drawn into the party and state feuds that were 
then agitating the land. Moreover the whole country 
was in a state of especial excitement, for Stephen had 
usurped the crown, and most of the Bishops who had 
sworn allegiance to the Empress Mathilda, had turned 
round and were now in spite of their oaths siding with 
the king. Mathilda herself was in England, making 
the utmost endeavours to gain the kingdom, and the 
nation was suffering from all the horrors of a civil war. 
The two parties found their representatives among the 
York Clergy ; and as each made it a great point to get 
a man of their own opinions, and there seemed no 
chance of their coming to a decision without some ex- 
ternal interference, at last the Bishop of Winchester 
interposed, and at his advice they elected one Henry 
de Coilly, who was also a nephew of King Stephen’s 
and at this time Abbot of Caen. 

The Pope however declared that he could not be 
elected Archbishop, unless he gave up his present pre- 
ferment. This we must suppose he was un- 
willing to do, for in January, 1141, the Dean i 1 Ht 
and Chapter again assembled for the election, 
and now the majority decided in favour of William 
the Treasurer,” the subject of this memoir, whose 
reputation for purity of life and general goodness, 
pointed him out as a fit person for this important 
_ station. ® 

7 Bromton. p. 1028. 

8 Alford, vol. iv. pars post, p. 20, quoting Roger de Hoveden, 
Matthew of Westminster, Trivet, and others, state that Henry 
Murdach was elected at the same time as St. William; but this 
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This appointment would of course cause much dis- 
pleasure amongst the supporters of Mathilda: they 
would naturally say that it was a piece of court patro- 
nage ; and in this they were probably right. Stephen 
had shown himself no friend to the Church, or at least 
to her Bishops. Before Mathilda entered the kingdom, 
he had seized the Bishops of Salisbury and Lincoln, 
thrown them into dungeons, got possession of their 
castles, and made a threat of starving the former the 
means of obtaining the submission of the Bishop of 


seems incorrect, and for the following reasons. Ist. Henry Mur- 
dach was not made Abbot of Fountains, according to Dugdale, 
(Dugdale’s Monast. Angl., vol. v. p. 288. See also Burton’s 
Monast. Ebor.) until 1143, and, according to John of Hexham, 
until 1146; and it is certain that he was Abbot at the time of his 
election to the see of York, in 1148. 2nd. It is probable that 
at the time of St. William’s election, Henry was Abbot of Vau- 
clair, from whence he was sent by St. Bernard to Fountains ; 
(Vid. Historiens de France, vol. xiii. p. 698. Chron. Alberici 
Trium Fontium monachi.) his name occurs in an ancient chron- 
icle, under the year 1134, as the first Abbot of Vallis Clara, and 
therefore he must have been there more than nine years. He 
had been one of those sent from Clairvaux, at the founding of 
Fountains in 1132. (Vid. Manriq. Ann. Cist. 1132. cap. 8. § 6.) 


The author of Gallia Christiana in his account of the monas- 


tery of Vallis Clara (Vauclair) gives the following dates :— 
(Gallia Xtiania, vol. ix. p. 633.) 

Founded 1134. 

Henry Murdach first Abbot, 1135. 

Abbot of Fountains, 1138. 

Archbishop of York, 1148. 

It is possible that Henry Murdach might have become known 
to the Clergy of York, during his two years’ residence at Foun- 
tains, 1132-1134, and so might have been nominated by part of 
the electors to fill the vacant see, in 1140, although he was ab- 
sent, but there seems no reason to suppose that he was in 
England at the time of the election. 
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Ely. His own brother, who was the Pope’s legate, had 
been driven to summon him to defend his conduct before 
a Council. Stephen stopped its proceedings by force, 
and completed his crime by seizing from the Altar the 
remainder of the Bishop of Salisbury’s property, which 
he had on his misfortunes given to his Church. Some 
years later we find him trying to force an Archbishop 
of York to consecrate a Bishop of Durham against his 
will, and refusing a safe conduct to the Pope’s legate. 
However, general dissatisfaction or suspicion was not 
a sufficient ground for nullifying the election of Wil- 
liam : certain definite charges must be brought against 
him : and such a charge was forthcoming, though it 
proceeded from a person not calculated to add to its 
weight by his own character. As soon as it was seen 
how the election was likely to turn, Osbert, Archdeacon 
of York, who is described as a man fond of power, and 
who on this occasion was excited, as it appears, by feel- 
ings of envy, prejudiced the minds of the better part of 
the electors against William, notwithstanding the Clergy 
generally, as well as the people, were strongly in favour 
of his election. But still his allegation deserved the most 
serious attention. There was no denying the prominent 
part which William, Earl of York,! the king’s minis- 


9 John Hagust. p. 268. 

1 It is probable that this William was the first titular earl of 
this country. He was William le Gros, of the house of Cham- 
paigne, and Earl of Albemarle, and was made Earl of York- 
shire, or, as some say, of York, by Stephen, in 1138, after the 
victory over the Scots, at the famous battle of the Standard. 
On the same occasion, Robert de Ferrers was made Earl of 
Derbyshire. ‘‘ Willielmum de Albamarla in Eboracensi, et 
Robertum de Ferrers in Derbyensi scyra Comites fecit.” (Vid. 
Rich. Hagust. de bello Standardii. ap. Twysden. p. 323, and 
Drake’s Antiquities of York. B. i. ch. viii. p. 349.) 
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ter had taken in the election. . He had shown the great- 
est anxiety that it should fall on William, so much so, 
that it is said by some writers that he actually com- 
manded the Dean and Chapter to elect him in obedience 
to an order from the king. If this were so, the election 
would, strictly speaking, have been illegal, and we shall 
see as we go on, that this was the point on which the 
whole dispute eventually turned, and which alone was 
sufficient to nullify the proceeding. This Earl of York 
gave occasion also to Walter the Archdeacon of Lon- 
don’s opposition to St. William. The Archdeacon sup- 
posing that the liberty of election was interfered with 
by this mandate from the king, was proceeding to Ste- 
phen to expostulate with him on the subject : on his 
road he was intercepted by the Earl, who took him 
prisoner and confined him at his castle at Biham.? 
Notwithstanding the opposition, William af- 
ter his election was introduced to? Stephen at Hy a 
Lincoln, who received him with much kindness 
and friendship, and confirmed him in the Archiepis- 
copal lands: and possessions. This however was not 
sufficient to put down the party opposed to William, 
and the king was not in a condition to enforce his - 
election even if he had wished to do so; in conse- 
quence nothing could be determined upon, neither 
party would give way, and at last Henry, the Bishop 
of Winchester, advised William to appeal to the Pope 


2 Biham, Bytham, or Bitham, is situated in the S. E. part of 
Lincolnshire. ‘The Abbey of Vaudey, or De Valle Dei, was 
first founded here by William Earl of Albermarle in 1147. The 
monks however finding some inconveniences in this place re- 
moved to Vaudy, in the parish of Edenham, in the same county. 
(Dugdale. vol. v. p. 489.) 

’ John Hagust. ubi sup. 
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and to seek an audience at Rome. Innocent II. was at 
this time Pope, and had occupied the chair of St. Peter 
since the year 1130. Theobald, however, the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury, of whom we shall have occasion 
to speak more particularly hereafter, was connected 
with the party opposed to Stephen ; and hearing of the 
election, and how it had been conducted, he sent imme- 
diately to Rome and anticipated William’s messengers. 
He gave a most unfavourable view of William’s case, 
declaring that the election was null and void, and ac- 
cording to the Cistercian Annalist, who however is of 
no authority whatever, he laid some very heavy charges 
against William’s private character. 

William’s messengers on arriving at Rome found 
that others had been beforehand with them, and instead 
of receiving from the Pope the confirmation of the 
election, together with the Pallium, returned back to 
York with an order from the Pope that William 
should appear before him at Rome to answer for him- 
self, Matters now took a more definite shape, and 
William’s accusers became more numerous and hostile, 
and they seemed determined never to give way until 
their point was gained. <A fresh charge was now 
brought against his friends, and that was simony : they 
said he had gained his election from bribery. ‘This how- 
ever was never proved against him, neither was it, as 


4 Describing him as, ‘‘ modicum scientia, prudentiaque in- 
expertem, sed quod longe deterius foedum moribus et non occultis 
vitiis defamatum.” We may here observe that there is nothing 
in St. William’s history, as far as we are able to judge of it, not 
even St. Bernard’s strong language against him, to warrant the 
above remarks. St. Bernard’s strongest and most unfavourable 
expressions need not affect St. William’s private character ; 
and Manriquez the annallist (Vid. his Ann. Cist. 1143. cap. ili. 
§ 1.) is of the 17th century. 
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we shall see, the charge, on the truth or falsehood of 
which, his cause was tried at Rome. However, it was 
so far believed to be true, as to have been the cause of 
Robert Bisech, Prior of Hexham, giving up the gov- 
ernment of his Priory, which was in William’s diocese, 
and retiring as a monk to St. Bernard at Clairvaux. 
Early in the year 1142, William’s cause was 
heard at Rome, in the Consistory of Pope Inno- 1 1 ies 
cent. Walter, the Archdeacon of London, ap- 
peared with the charges of several Abbots and Priors 
against him ; and it was ordered that all parties, both 
those present and those who were absent, should ap- 
pear at Rome for the final settlement of the question, 
on the third Sunday in Lent in the following year. 
Amongst his accusers were William, Abbot of Rievaux ; 
Richard, Abbot of Fountains ; Cuthbert, Prior of 
Gisburn ; Wallevus, Prior of Kirkham ; and Rodbertus 
Hospitalis ;*>—Cistercians, it will be observed, and 
therefore friends of St. Bernard. 
In obedience to the Pope’s commands, the 
above mentioned Abbots and Priors met at it ms 
Rome, in the beginning of 1148, together 
with William and his coadjutors. His accusers 
then layed their charges before the Pope. ‘The 
sum of which was, that William, Earl of York, had 
appeared as the King’s minister, and had in the pre- 
sence of the Chapter, and before their election had been 


5 John Hagust. p. 271. 

6 The same Wallevus does not occur either in Dugdale or 
Burton, but seems to be St. Waltheof. His father, whose name 
he bore, is often called Gallevus; and that he was Prior of 
Kirkham is evident from Fordun Scot. vi. 7. Hospitalis is the 
person appointed in a monastery to receive and attend upon 
strangers. Vid. Ducange. intext. John Hagust. p. 272. 
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decided on, commanded William the Treasurer to be 
elected Archbishop by the King’s authority. It does not 
appear that any definite charge of simony was alleged 
against him, though other complaints were made, and 
therefore perhaps this amongst them : still one should 
have thought that if any act of simony had been com- 
mitted, it would have constituted at least one of the 
charges publicly layed before the Pope, and have been 
treated as of far greater importance than the question 
of the validity of the election. This is certainly an 
argument in William’s favour: for it is hardly 
credible that the Pope would have given the decision 

he did, had he considered William in the slightest 
degree guilty of this great sin, but would have tried 
the cause on that ground alone ; and if the accused had 
been found guilty, would have deposed him at once as 
utterly unfit to feed the flock of Christ, which had been 
purchased not with money, but with the precious Blood 
of the Lamb of God. It is fair then to suppose that 
the way in which the Pope treated the case showed 
that he did not consider the charge of simony suffi- 
ciently well established for him to proceed against him 
on that ground alone. _ He decreed that if the Dean of 
York would swear that the King’s mandate had not 
been given, that is, that the election had been lawfully 
- and canonically made before, and that if William on 
his part would swear that he had not sought for the 
office by any act of bribery, he might be lawfully con- 
secrated. The Dean of York was absent, and whether 
it was known that he would not take the oath, or 
whether it was in case he should be prevented by any 
just cause from so doing, it was requested that certain 
fit persons might be allowed to swear instead of the 
Dean : this, as we shall see in the sequel, was brought 
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against William as a proof of the illegality of the 
election and of the interference of the King. The 
Pope however granted the request : nothing more was 
done at Rome on this occasion, and with a light heart 
at the thought of his troubles being now well nigh 
ended, William returned to England. The storm 
seemed now to have passed away ; all looked bright 
and fair, and William appeared before the English 
Clergy at Winchester, to receive the rite of Consecra- 
tion. 

Henry the Legate summoned the Clergy to a Council 
at Winchester : many of the dignitaries of the Church 
were present: it was a time of great rejoicing and 
exultation, and the people were so urgent in favour of 
William, that they seemed rather to command his con- 
secration, as if with authority, than to show their 
great desire for it by the mere expression of their 
feelings. In obedience to the Pope’s injunction, the 
Dean of York was summoned to the Council to take 
the oath which we have mentioned. He excused him- 
self on the ground of the disturbances which one Wil- 
liam Comyn was causing in the diocese of Durham, 


which was now vacant, and to which he had been _ 


elected, but had not yet been consecrated owing to 
these said disturbances. 

It will furnish some further view into the history of 
times so different from our own, if, at the risk of losing 
sight for a while of our main subject, we turn our at- 
tion very briefly to these disturbances. Godfrey had 
been Bishop of Durham, and died on the sixth of May, 
1140. A few days before his death, William Comyn, 
Chancellor to the king of Scotland, and also Archdeacon 
of Worcester, came to Durham to visit the Bishop : 
he was well known to him, and had been partly 
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educated by him. Comyn, when he saw that the 
Bishop’s end was approaching, prevailed upon certain 
of the Bishop’s private Clergy and attendants to pro- 
mise that they would give up the Castle to him as 
soon as the Bishop was dead. Meanwhile the Bishop 
died, upon which Comyn exacted this also from them, 
that they would conceal his death until he had seen the 
king of Scotland and should have returned to Durham : 
he was bent on gaining the Bishopric, and therefore it 
was necessary for him to gain the king’s countenance 
and assistance in his attempts to obtain it. The neces- 
sary steps were taken for keeping the body until its 
interment,7 and from Tuesday until Friday the Castle 
_ was closed, the Prior and Monks were refused admit- 
tance, and the Bishop’s death carefully concealed. At 
length the report became general that the Bishop was 
dead, and on the Friday they delivered up the body for 
burial, pretending however that the Bishop was only 
just dead. The funeral took place on Saturday. On 
Sunday Comyn returned from the Scottish Court, and 
taking the government of the Castle entirely into his 
own hands, he admitted the Prior and Monks to an 
audience ; he then assumed the supreme control, dis- 
posed of and ordered all things as he pleased, treating 
those whom he saw were willing to yield to him, with 
much courtesy, but exercising extreme severity towards 
those who opposed his wishes. The Barons of the 
country, with few exceptions, he easily gained over to 
his side, and he next proceeded to gain the favour of 
the Empress Mathilda. The circumstances of the 
time favoured his purpose, for it so happened that 


7 Proinde quia cadaver aliter teneri non potuit, evisceratus 
a suis Episcopus, &c. 
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Stephen had been lately taken prisoner at the battle 
of Lincoln, February 2, 1141, and the fortunes of the 
Empress seemed on the ascendant. She had been 
just received with great favour by the citizens of 
London (in those days one of the most powerful and 
important bodies in the kingdom,) and had proceeded 
to hold her court there as Sovereign of England. 
Thither the King of Scotland and his Chancellor be- 
took themselves. The King prevailed upon the Em- 
press to give her consent to Comyn’s election to the 
Bishopric of Durham, and she was about to invest him 
solemnly with the Pastoral Staff and Ring, when the 
court was suddenly dissolved in great confusion, a con- 
spiracy having been formed against the Empress by 
the citizens of London, who had already made herself 
odious to them by her haughty behaviour and: exorbi- 
tant demands. She fled for safety first to Oxford, and 
then to Winchester, where she was besieged by the 
very persons who a few days before had delivered Lon- 
don into her hands and saluted her as Queen. ‘This 
revolution frustrated the ambitious designs of Comyn : 
nothing daunted however by the failure of his plans, 
he returned to Durham, where he remained for three | 
years, giving vent to his cruel and rapacious disposi- 
tion, but keeping on good terms with the monks,* 
with a view to having their assistance in the prosecu- 
tion of his designs. 

For some time no steps were taken for filling the 
vacant see ; but owing to the great disadvantages 
arising from such a state of things, the Chapter at 


8 ** Multa in Episcopatu cupiditatis imo crudelitatis signa 
reliquit. _Monachistamen jocundus semper et affabilis erat, a 
quibus se promovendum sperabat.” 
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length sent the Prior of Durham to the Chapter at 
York, to consult with them as to the best measures to 
be pursued towards the election of a fit person to the 
Bishopric. Messengers were sent to Rome to seek ad- 
vice from the Pope, from whom they received permis- 
sion to elect whomsoever they would.® Accordingly 
the Prior and Archdeacon of Durham, with several of 
the regulars connected with the diocese, met together 
in the chapel of St. Andrew at York (being unable 
to carry on the election at Durham) and chose as 
their Bishop, William de St. Barbara, Dean of York 
Cathedral, March 14, 1143. Henry, Bishop of Win- 
_ chester, who from the first had been of great assistance 
to the people of Durham against the intruder Comyn, 
and who had excommunicated him and his adherents, 
having examined the letters from the Pope, and seen 
that all had been done duly and in order, introduced 
the Bishop elect to king Stephen, who gave his consent 
to the election ; and on the twentieth of June, 11438, he 
was consecrated by Henry at Winchester, in the pre- 
sence of seven other Bishops. Meanwhile William 
Comyn, as soon as he heard of what was going on at 
York, did all in his power to stop the election, by 
watching the roads, and giving orders that all persons 
proceeding to York should be intercepted and given up 
to him : he also sent pretended letters from the Chap- 
ter, forbidding the election ; these however were indig- 
nantly rejected, and his designs being still frustrated, all 
that he could now do, was to prevent the new Bishop 
coming to Durham: he therefore commenced a system 
of most cruel and savage persecution against the clergy 
and all who he supposed sided with him. Some few of 


® John Hagulstad, p. 272. 
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the Barons, who from the first had opposed Comyn and 
his party, and were now steadfast in their allegiance to 
the Bishop, prevailed upon him to come to Durham. 
Yielding to their entreaties, the Bishop entered the 
city the morning after the Assumption, when several 
of the Barons came and did homage to him ; amongst 
them one Roger de Coyniers, who had fortified a 
strong hold in thé diocese for the use of the Bishop, 
who indeed was soon obliged to retreat thither for 
refuge : for the cruelty and rage of Comyn knew no 
limits, his system of persecution was frightful. He 
continued for many days to put to tortures of the most 
excruciating kind all those who were on the Bishop’s 
side. The city presented the most miserable appear- 
ance ; the divine offices were suspended, the churches 
profaned, instruments of torture and persons suffering 
the greatest agonies from them were seen in all the 
streets : nothing could exceed the fury and licentious- 
ness of the intruder. The Bishop was kept in con- 
tinual siege, first in one fortress and then in another. 
A truce was made between him and Comyn, but was 
soon broken by the latter. At length after a series 
of the most wild excesses, after much profaneness and 
sacrilege, the wretched man was induced, for reasons 
unknown, to implore forgiveness at the Bishop’s hands. 

It will be now confessed that the Dean of York and 
Bishop elect of Durham, had had business enough on his 
hands to constitute a very fair excuse for absenting 
himself from the Council of Winchester, where we left 
William waiting for himto give evidence in his favour, 
according to the Pope’s injunction, before his own con- 
secration. The suspense of both the new Prelates ended 
about the same time. As proxies for the Dean of York, 
there had appeared Ralph Nuel, Bishop of the Orkneys, 
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Severinus, Abbot of York, and Benedict, Abbot of 
Whitby, who took the oath required, and afforded the 
necessary satisfaction for the Archbishop elect. On 
the 26th of September William was consecrated by the 
Bishop of Winchester, amidst great rejoicings both of 
clergy and people ; and on St. Luke’s day following, 
the Bishop attended by William, Archbishop of York, 
and the Bishop of Carlisle, was solemnly enthroned, 
and at the same time William Comyn was admitted to 
the commencement of his penitence, and promised in 
the presence of the Bishops to make satisfaction as far 
as that was possible for the injuries he had committed. ! 


CHAPTER II. 


St. William opposed by St. Bernard. 


IMMEDIATELY after his consecration, William returned 
to York, where we have no notice of his pro- 
ceedings except that on St. Luke’s day in the 
following year he assisted as we have seen at the 
enthronization of the Bishop of Durham. This would 
- lead us to suppose that the Bishop of Durham was on 
good terms at least openly with William, and that it was 
not from any ill will that he refused to take the oath. 
William was not permitted to remain long in peace and 
quiet ; fresh trials awaited him and a new and formida- 


A.D. 
1143. 


1 This sketch is necessarily imperfect, in as much as a full 
narration of all particulars would form almost a history of itself. 
All the circumstances are given at great length by Simeon 
Dunelmensis, Hist. de Dunelmens. Eccles. ap. Twysden, and 
by the Monachus Dunelmensis de Episcop. Dunelmens: in 
Wharton’s Anglia Sacra, p. i. p. 710—717, to whom we refer 
the reader. 
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ble opponent appeared in the ranks of his enemies. 
This was St. Bernard. 

On September 24th, 1143, Pope Innocent died, and 
on the very same day on which William had been 
consecrated, Celestine II. was chosen as the new Pope. 
The news of these two appointments had no sooner 
reached the ears of St. Bernard, than we find him ap- 
plying himself, with his wonted zeal and earnestness, 
against what he supposed was an uncanonical and in- 
valid ordination. It may be asked how St. Bernard, 
the Abbot of Clairvaux, at such a distance from Eng- 
land, should either know of or interfere with the eccle- 
siastical affairs of England ? In answer to this question, 
it will be sufficient to mention that at this time and for 
some years previously, St. Bernard had literally been 
conducting the affairs both ecclesiastical and civil of 
the whole western Church. Compelled bythe earnest 
entreaties of the Pope to leave the solitude of the 
peaceful Clairvaux which he so dearly loved, he found 
himself thrust into the noise and tumult of men and 
nations : he it was who settled the disputes of princes, 
as well as the strifes and contentions amongst the 
Clergy. For the space of ten years 1130-1140, he was _ 
as it were the great moving principle in all the import- 
ant events of that period. Through his exertions Pope 
Innocent II. was acknowledged by the principal Chris- 
tian Sovereigns, and the Antipope Anaclete compelled 
to give way to the all powerful influence of this man of 
God. We find him in Aquitaine settling the disputes 
of William the Duke of that province, whose haughty 
and rebellious spirit he so completely subdued, that he 
passed the remainder of his life in penitence, and died 
a thoroughly altered man. We find him at the Coun- 
cils of Rheims, and Pisa, at Milan, where he compelled 
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the unprincipled Archbishop Anselm to recognize the 
authority of the Pope. By his preaching and _ his 
wondrous miracles, he brought the turbulent popula- 
tion into a state of peace and quiet, and won num- 
berless converts to a religious and penitential life: in 
short the whole western world was at this time depend- 
ing on St. Bernard. Wherever he went crowds at- 
tended him : his door was always thronged with people 
wishing to consult him. High and low, the beggar 
and the prince, popes and prelates, laymen and clerks, 
the sinner and the saint, one and all sought from him 
counsel and guidance, so wonderfully did the grace of 
God shine forth in all he did or said. And can we 
wonder then that the holy and religious in our own 
country should have communicated their distresses and 
their wants to this great Apostle, raised up, as it ap- 
pears, and endued with extraordinary grace and power 
from on high, for the very purpose of protesting 
against, and eradicating the abuses and corruptions 
which then existed, and which so sadly marred and 
spoiled the beauty of the Bride of Christ ? The times 
of which we write were times of trouble, and of an- 
guish and rebuke for England. Love had waxed cold, 
and faith was well nigh dead. The horrors of a civil 
war were at their height, and its evil effects had pene- 
trated into the recesses of cloister and cathedral. The 
Bishops at this time were but a sorry example to the 
rest of the Clergy ; they had mixed themselves up in 
the quarrels and interests of the State ; they seem to 
have forgotten that their weapons were not the sword 
and spear, but prayer and fasting, and thus many of them 
with their fortified castles, and numerous retainers, 
presented the appearance rather of worldly and rapa- 
cious Barons, than of meek servants and soldiers of the 
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Cross. In such a state of things as this, gladly would 
those few, who beheld with awe and amazement the 
corruptions of the Church, and whose hearts were well 
nigh bursting with holy indignation at what was going 
on, seek counsel and support of such an one as St. Ber- 
nard, who in this way became acquainted with the 
state of the Church, and the affairs of almost every 
diocese in Europe. 

With regard to the affairs of York, it is more than 
probable that St. Bernard had direct and constant in- 
formation, and this from two sources. It has already 
been mentioned, that Robert Bisech, Prior of Hexham, 
being fully persuaded of the truth of the charges 
brought against William personally, and being un- 
willing to remain under the jurisdiction of one whom 
he considered guilty of simony, gave up his house, and 
retired as a monk to Clairvaux. Here then was a 
direct channel of information for St. Bernard, who of 
course would only hear one side of the question, and 
that the very worst. But in addition to this, the 
Abbeys of Rievaux and Fountains were both under the 
jurisdiction of Clairvaux, and were of the Cistercian 
order, and therefore in constant communication with 
their parent Society: we have seen above that the 
Abbots of both these houses had appeared at Rome 
against St. William in 1143, and in that same year, 
probably as he was returning home, Richard, the Abbot 
of Fountains, died at Clairvaux: upon which St. Ber- 
nard immediately convened the Chapter to deliberate 
as to whom they should appoint as his successor : their 
choice fell upon Henry Murdach,? then Abbot of Vau- 


2 Dugdale Monast. Angl. vol. v. p. 286. Cart. ad Fontan- 
ense Cenobium in agro Ebor. fundatum, a. p. 1132. Num, xxvii. 
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clair, who, as we have already mentioned, had been 
induced by St. Bernard, when young, to enter upon a 
religious and contemplative life, and had joined the 
brotherhood of Clairvaux. Henry, being a person of 
very great sanctity, was entrusted by St. Bernard with 
full power to conduct the regulation and visitation of 
the monastery, which he appears to have done in a 
most exemplary manner.? ‘This then would be another 
source from which St. Bernard would gain informa- 
tion as to what was going on at York: the course of 
our history will show us what opinion St. Bernard had 
of William in consequence, and what use he made of 
the information he received. 

Celestine II. had no sooner ascended the Apostolic 
Chair, than St. Bernard determined to oppose to the 
uttermost what he believed to be a case of gross irreg- 
ularity, and if so, of very great injury to the Church at 
large, addressed the Pope in terms of no common 
warmth and earnestness. Wholly bent as he was in 
thoroughly purging the Church of abuses, and of raising 
amongst the Clergy a higher tone both of life and feel- 
ing, this was precisely the case in which he would use 
all his energies and endeavours ; and being persuaded 
of the uncanonical character of the election, and also 
of the personal unfitness (as he supposed) of the Arch- 
bishop for the charge, as the mere tool of a monarch 
who wished to create a party in a Church where he 
was unpopular, he was determined to get him deposed, 
and towards this end, he applied at once to the Court 
of Rome. 


3 **Henricum de Valle clare Abbatem ad Anglicanas partes 
transmisit, vices suas tam in ordinatione quam in exequenda 
visitatione, illi committens.”—St. Bern. Ep. 106, also 320 and 
32]. Op. ed Mabillon. 
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It will be remembered, that the conditions on which 
Innocent II. had given his sanction for William’s 
consecration, were, that the Dean of York should swear 
that the mandate from the king had not superseded, or 
interfered with the election of the Chapter: he also 
granted that, in case it was necessary, three fit persons 
might swear instead of the Dean ; which we have seen 
was done at the Council at Winchester, which the Dean 
was not able to attend, on account of the disturbances 
of William Comyn. We have no means of discovering 
for certainty whether the Dean, had he been able to have 
attended the Council, would have taken the oath, or not : 
but assuming as we do, that William himself knew 
nothing about the king’s mandate, the English synod, 
as far as we can see, were perfectly justified in consi- 
dering both his election and consecration valid, after 
the oath had been taken by a Bishop and two Abbots 
as proxies for the Dean. St. Bernard however con- 
sidered this a plain proof that the Dean cozld not take 
the oath, and also that William knew this, and had 
himself connived at the arrangement ; and this, together 
with the fact that his information came from those 
who, from whatever cause, were professed enemies of | 
William, will account for the very strong terms in 
which he expresses himself. But before we proceed to 
the letters of St. Bernard, it may not be amiss to men- 
tion a strong argument in favour of William’s per- 
sonal character, and this is the testimony of the monks 
of Fountains, who, as we shall see hereafter, suffered 
much from William’s appointment, and who there- 
fore must have been impartial in their opinion. They 
say in one of their documents belonging to the mon- 
astery, that William “was a man of high birth, 
adorned with many virtues, and in all respects worthy 
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to preside over a cathedral, 2f his election had been 
more canonical.”* Here then there is not a word 
against him personally, but only against the way in 
which his election was conducted. 

Let us now return to St. Bernard. In his first 
letter to Celestine,® he calls upon him to carry out and 
fulfil the intentions of his predecessor, and tells him 
that here was a good opportunity for so doing. He 
declares that the case of the Archbishop of York had 
been decided by Pope Innocent, and yet that his sen- 
tence had not been carried into effect. For though the 
Archbishop had been accused on various grounds, yet 
that the whole controversy was allowed to rest upon 
one point which was to be decided by the Dean, and 
he implies that this was at the request of the accused 
himself. And yet, he continues, what has been the 
issue ? The Dean would not swear, and yet William is 
Bishop. He then inveighs against him as ‘ one whose 
character was low, ill spoken of, one accused by public 
fame, who had not been cleared of the charges, but 
rather convicted.” He concludes by demanding of 
the Pope whether his Suffragan Bishops and the rest 
of the Clergy were to receive the Sacraments from, 
and pay obedience to such a man, “to one who had 
been twice thrust into the sanctuary, once by the 
King, and once by the Legate, and who not being able 
to enter in by the door, had dug an entrance, as the 
saying is, by a silver spade, through which he had im- 
pudently thrust himself.”® 


4 Dugdale Monast. Ang]. vol. v. p. 300. Cart. Num. xxvi. 
5S. Bern. Ep. 235. 
6 «¢Turpis infamisque persona: publice infamatus nec pur- 
gatus, imo et convictus...... Fodit argenteo, ut aiunt, sarculo, 
unde impudenter intrusit.”Ep. 236. 
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In no less strong terms is the letter to the Bishops 


and Cardinals of the Roman Court. And in this let- 
ter St. Bernard mentiens certain letters which Wil- 


liam said he had received from the Pope, but of which 
St. Bernard says, “ Would they had been from the 
prince of darkness, not from the Prince of the Apos- 
tles !”7 

It is probable that this was the letter giving permis- 
sion to the Dean to have proxies in case he could not 
attend to take the oath himself: and we may here ob- 
serve, that the reason the Pope gave the decision he 
did respecting the oath, was not that those who sup- 
ported the election denied that the Earl of York had 
come to the Chapter and recommended William for the 
vacant see. They did not deny this, but only that he 
had absolutely commanded the election, as if the king 
had supreme power in such cases. But after all we 
cannot arrive at any certainty upon the question ; all 
that we would maintain is this, that William was to 
all appearances innocent of the charges laid against 
him, but that his election might have been, indeed pro- 
bably was, uncanonical. Doubtless St. Bernard sup- 
posed he had good grounds for opposing him, and 
we shall only be following the opinion of Pope Bene- 
dict XIV., to whom we shall again refer presently, if 
we say that, as far as William’s personal character 
was concerned, St. Bernard was mistaken. 

Knowing however what we do of St. Bernard, and 
of his immense influence, we cannot be surprised that 
his opposition was not without its effect upon the Pope. 
William, after his consecration, petitioned Celestine 


7 “ Utinam a principibus tenebrarum, non a_principibus 
Apostolorum.” 
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in the accustomed way for the Pallium,® without which 
he could not exercise the full powers of his office : his 
opponents however at Rome brought forward many 
charges against him, and his request was denied: he 
was commanded to appear in person before the Pope, 
and to answer for himself.® But in the meantime Ce- 
lestine died, on the eighth of March, 1144, 

and on the twelfth of the same month, Lucius i il 
II. was consecrated as his successor: he is 

described as not being of such an austere disposi- 
tion as the former Pope. Immediately on his ap- 
pointment, the Bishop of Winchester petitioned him in 
favour of his nephew William, and was successful : he 
met with favour and assistance from Lucius, but not so 
far as to retain the office of Legate which he had hith- 
erto held. This office was now given to Hicmar (or 
Ymar), Cardinal Bishop of Tusculum, who had been 
chosen from the monastery at Cluny, and admitted into 
the Apostolic college by Pope Innocent II. He was 
now sent to England as Legate, and bearer of the Pal- 
lium for the Archbishop of York. It was on this occa- 
sion that William’s easy,! and, as it would seem, dil- 
atory disposition, of which we spoke at the beginning 
of our history, proved greatly injurious to his own wel- 
fare: for through negligence he failed to meet the 
Legate, at the time and place appointed ; occupied per- 
haps in some trivial and unimportant business com- 
_ pared with the duty of meeting the Pope’s messenger 
and receiving from him what, in those days, was an in- 
dispensable badge of his office : it seems, however, pro- 


8 Gul. Neubrig. Lib. i. c. xvii. ‘* Responsales idoneos, pro 
petendo solemniter Pallio ad Sedem Apostolicam direxisset.” 
9 John Hagust. p. 273. 1 John Hagust. p. 274. 
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bable that Hicmar would not at once have conferred 
the Pallium, for St. Bernard? had written to William, 
Abbot of Rievaux, at the same time that Hicmar was 
sent to England, telling him that he had used every 
possible means to get the Archbishop deposed, and 
that he had suggested to the Legate not to deliver the 
Pallium, unless the Dean of York would himself take the 
oath. Be this as it may, so it was, that whilst Wiliam 
was delaying, his friend and patron Lucius died, 
February 25th, 1145, and was succeeded by the i as, 
friend and disciple of St. Bernard, Eugenius 

III. The tide had now again turned against William : 
the Legate was forbidden to confer the Pallium : 
heavier trials now await him; his opponents were 
greatly strengthened by the succession of the new 
Pontiff, and as we shall see, gained their end, and 
were for the time successful. 


CHAPTER III. 
St. William deposed. 


Pore Lucius, as we have seen, died on the , 5. 
25th of February, 1145, and on the 24th of 1145. 
the following month, Bernard of Pisa, Abbot 

of the monastery of St. Anastasius, at Rome, was 
consecrated as his successor, under the title of Euge- 
nius III. The circumstances of his election are too 
curious to be omitted. He was a monk of Clairvaux, 
and had been sent five years before by St. Bernard, to 


2 Ep. 360. 
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found the monastery just mentioned. Even this office 
seemed far too much for him, for he was a man of 
inferior abilities, and of no education: his duties at 
Clairvaux had been “ to take care of the stove, and to 
make a fire for the monks, who from being but thinly 
clad, were generally pierced with cold after the matin 
service.”> Whilst Abbot at Rome, he encountered 
great difficulties and vexations from the slander and 
calumnies of a false brother ; so much so, that he 
entreated St. Bernard to allow him to return to Clair- 
vaux, “for that he was in danger of becoming the 
laughing-stock of the whole city.”* It was this weak 
and humble monk, who belonging neither to the epis- 
copal order, or to the college of Cardinals, and who 
was unequal to manage a small monastery, that found 
himself chosen to be the head of the whole Church. 
And in him were verified most fully the words of St. 
Paul, that God had chosen the weak things of the 
world to confound the strong, for Eugenius after his 
election became quite another person, so that every one 
was astonished at his wisdom and the firmness of his 
conduct. This will account for the great influence 
which St. Bernard had over Eugenius, and for the un- 
- willingness the latter displayed to go against the wishes 
and advice of such a counsellor. 

At this time the Cistercian order began to increase 
in power and influence, and especially under the Pon- 
tificate of Eugenius, who himself was, as we have seen, 
the disciple of St. Bernard ; and it seems probable 
that this, among other circumstances, gave a unity of 


3 Ann, Cist. p. 393, n. 10. Vie. de St. Bern. par Ratis- 
bonne, vol. ii. pp. 59, 60. 
4 Ep. 343, 344, inter Ep. S. Bern. ed. Mabillon. 
5 Gervasii Chronicon. ap Twysden, p. 1361. 
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purpose to the proceedings which were now to be 
taken against William. We may also here remark in © 
passing, that the Cistercians, with St. Bernard at their 
head, were the great reformers of the day ; that is, 
they had both attempted, and with success too, to re- 
store their order to its ancient system of strictness and 
discipline, and were now endeavouring to do the same 
for the Church at large. ‘Their life was one continued 
protest against abuses and lax practices, which then so 
sullied the beauty of the Church, and of these, the one 
against which they lifted up their voice incessantly, 
was simony. ‘This was the crime which, notwithstand- 
ing the saintly opposition which the great Gregory 
Vil. had made against it, was still disgracing the 
Church of Christ. How to overcome it, was still one 
of the most anxious and interesting questions to all 
those who had the Church’s welfare at heart, and to 
none was it more full of anxiety and care, than to St. 
Bernard. Hence then his determined opposition to 
William, hence his expressions of indignation and 
disgust ; for it must be allowed that however free 
from the taunts of this crying sin William might 
have been, still he was in the eyes of such as St. Ber- 
nard, the representative of the simoniacal party. He 
was mixed up with its supporters ; his friends, alas ! 
and patrons, were confessedly on the side of the world, 
and he himself had yet to learn, “ that if any man love 
the world, the love of the Father is not in him.” But 
to return. William’s opponents soon perceived that 
there would be little difficulty in gaining the Pope 
over to their side ; and therefore, no sooner was Euge- 
nius elected, than the case of the Archbishop was 
brought before him. Henry Murdach now appears 


ARCHBISHOP OF YORK. 29 


foremost in opposing him: he was doubtless well 
acquainted with Eugenius, and on the strength of this, 
he urged his complaints against William with great 
confidence : Their first step was to prevail on the Pope 
to recall the Legate Hicmar, and to forbid his giving 
the Pallium to William. 

In 1146, William beginning, as we may suppose, to 
realize the disadvantages of his position, de- 
termined to petition the Pope in person for r 1 Me 
the Pallium, and for that purpose went to 
Rome. Here he found the Roman Senate in favour 
of his cause; but this was as nothing while he 
had St. Bernard still against him, who hearing that he 
was at Rome, wrote at once to Kugenius in terms of 
far greater indignation and vehemence than those 
_which he had used to Celestine.7 Eugenius was per- 
plexed ; he dreaded, and well he might, to go against 
St. Bernard, and yet as it would seem, it did not appear 
clear to him, how to carry out into effect the wishes of 
his adviser. St. Bernard on the other hand declared 
that though importunate, he yet had a fair excuse ; he 
complains that all the world was taking him for Pope, 
and every one consulting him on their own affairs. 
The righteousness of the cause he now has in hand ex- 
cuses his importunity. His pen was again directed 
against that idol of York “idolum Eboracense,” and 
this from necessity, for he had often aimed at it with 
the same weapon, but had not yet cast it down. He 
tells the Pope that he alone had the power of deposing 
a Bishop, and that he alone would be to blame if this 
crime which must be punished is not so, and that too 


6 «¢ Plurimum presumens sibi de gratia Apostolici.” 
7 Ep. 238, 239. 
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with the severity it deserves. He leaves it to his own 
conscience to decide, with what violence the offence of 
him of York should be not struck down so much, as 
blasted, as it were, with lightning ;° he tells him that 
the reason it had not been done so before, was that 
he might have the doing of it, that the Church of God 
over which he presided by Divine authority might see 
in this case the fervour of his zeal, and the power 
and wisdom of his soul, and that all the people might 
fear the Priest of the Lord when they heard that the 
wisdom of God was with him for executing judgment. 
How could Eugenius resist such arguments as these, 
coming as they did from one to whom he had so lately 
been in the habit of paying the most unquestioning 
obedience ? Supreme though he was, and responsible 
to no man, he had not forgotten the ties which bound 
him to St. Bernard ; now more than ever would he 
seek from him support and counsel. In the present 
instance St. Bernard was decided—he was rarely mis- 
taken—how could he oppose such an one ? No—he 
was in a great strait, and dreading on the one hand to 
neglect St. Bernard’s counsel, and being unwilling on 
the other to go counter to the wishes and opinions of 
the Roman College, he took as it were a middle course, 
and decreed that until the Dean of York, now Bishop 
of Durham, should himself take the oath required of 
him by Pope Innocent, William must cease to ex- 
ercise the office of Bishop. This was the answer he 
sent to St. Bernard, and at the same time he wrote to 
the Bishop of Durham, adjuring him to declare the 
truth openly and without reserve. The Bishop now 
seems to have given his opinion against the Arch- 


8 *¢ Non dico ferienda, sed fulminanda.” 
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bishop’s election, and to have acknowledged that it was 
uncanonical : and we cannot but wonder at the course 
he had taken: by his duplicity he had allowed three 
persons to swear to what they could not but believe 
was true, he the while being conscious of the contrary : 
he had openly professed regard for William, who, 
as we have seen, was present when he was enthroned, 
and now, to suit his own purposes, he found it conve- 
nient to declare all he knew about the matter: but 
why not have done so at once ? to what profit was this 
duplicity and unfairness ? no words of ours are neces- 
sary to expose this unprincipled proceeding, the facts 
themselves are quite sufficient to convict the Bishop of 
most unchristian and unmanly conduct. St. Bernard, 
depending on this declaration, and as was reasonable, 
more anxious than ever to see the irregularity corrected, 
addressed a second letter to Eugenius,® and demands 
how much longer the land was to be burdened, and the 
fruit choked up by this useless branch ? the time was 
come for its amputation ; for the very man on whom it 
trusted, had declared that it must not be pruned but 
cut away.! He says that letters? from the Bishop 
of Durham to the Pope’s Legate were in existence, 
in which the fact of intrusion is plainly avowed, 
and the election denied. And thus his defender, as 
he supposed, has turned out to be his accuser. It 
was not his part (St. Bernard’s) to dictate in what 
way (for there seemed to be more ways than one), the 
offender must be deposed. It matters little when the 
unfruitful tree falls, if only, it doth fall. As to what 


9 Kp. 240. 
1 <¢ Non purgatione, sed amputatione opus esse.” 
2 It is probable that the letters were written at the time that 
Hicmar was in England. 
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he says (William) about his own private letters re- 
specting the oath, it is either true or false: if true, 
then the Pope was the guilty person : but God forbid 
that such duplicity as this be imputed to so great a 
man: “for Innocent,” continues St. Bernard, “ was of 
that character, that if he were able now to answer for 
himself, he would say, ‘ Openly did I give my sentence 
against thee, and in secret have I spoken nothing.’ ” 

But whatever be the truth of the matter, for it is 
impossible to come to any exact knowledge of the real 
state of the question, St. Bernard, as was likely, pre- 
vailed ; and William perceiving at length that his 
cause was hopeless, and that both his letters which he 
said he had received from Pope Innocent were accused 
of being counterfeit, and also that the Bishop of Dur- 
ham, whom he had supposed was his friend, had now 
deserted him, if not betrayed him, finding all his en- 
deavours useless, left Rome, and retired to Sicily ;5 
Roger the king of that island being his kinsman. Here 
he stayed for some time with one Robert, an English- 
man of Salisbury, the king’s Chancellor: afterwards 
he returned to England ; but we must here leave him 
for a while, to follow up the events which took place 
both in England and France after the Pope’s decision 
respecting him. 

The news of the Pope’s decision respecting the Arch- 
bishop had no sooner arrived in England, than the 
greatest indignation and confusion prevailed at York 
and in the neighbourhood. The king’s party were of 
course offended beyond measure, and the supporters of 
Mathilda, who had hitherto strained every nerve for 


3 John Hagust. p. 275. 
* Godwin de Presulibus, vol. ii. p. 250. Ed. fol. 
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the deposition of William, were now exulting in all 
the joy of having gained their point. Their exultation 
only increased the rage of their opponents ; at length 
the King’s adherents, and amongst them some of 
William’s own kinsmen, being no longer able to contain 
their indignation, formed a conspiracy against Henry 
Murdach, whom they considered to have been the chief 
cause of the Archbishop’s disgrace.5 They attacked the 
Abbey of Fountains in a large body, with drawn 
swords, which they hoped to bedew in the blood of the 
Holy Abbot. Their rage had so passed all control, 
that they feared not to profane the sacred Abbey itself :6 
with impious and sacrilegious hands they tore down 
the gates, and entered the very Sanctuary : but when 
he, for whose blood they thirsted, was not to be found, 
they rushed through the adjacent buildings and offices, 
laying every thing waste, and carrying off whatever 
was valuable ; and to finish their work of impiety, they 
set fire to the building, erected at so much labour and 
expense, and soon reduced it to a mass of ashes. Ata 
short distance off stood the holy brotherhood, and _ be- 
held in dismay and anguish their house and Church 
crumbling and sinking into ashes before the devouring 
flames. One little oratory, with its adjacent offices, re- 
mained to them not quite consumed, like a brand 
snatched from the fire. Here at the foot of the altar 
lay prostrate the Abbot, pouring forth in prayer his 
soul to God. His prayers were heard, for here, while 
the hand of the destroyer was at work, he lay unseen, 
unhurt, ‘‘ safe under the defence of the Most High, and 
abiding under the shadow of the Almighty.” ‘The de- 


5 Dugdale Monast. Ang]. vol. v. p. 286. Cart. Num. xxxvi. 
6 John Hagust. ubi sup. 
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stroyers supposing that he was not at Fountains, at 
leneth departed, “ laden,” as the monkish writer says, 
“not with much money, but with much damnation.” 
They lived not long to rejoice in their impious deed : 
they were struck with the hand of God, and were cut 
off almost immediately in their sins, some of them dying 
of consumption, some by drowning, and some were 
struck with madness ; all of them in a short time per- 
ished in various ways, and almost all unreconciled to 
God.” Meanwhile the Abbot and Monks, taking cou- 
rage and comfort from above, set themselves vigorously 
to work to rebuild the Abbey and Monastery, and as it 
is written, “the bricks are fallen down, but we will 
build with hewn stones,”® so was it with the Abbey of 
Fountains : holy and faithful men of the neighbour- 
hood gave their assistance, and in a short time the new 
fabric rose more beautiful, and glorious than the former. 

This shameful proceeding gave the finishing stroke, 
as it were, to William’s case: an account of it was 
straightway sent to Rome, and though the Archbishop 
was in no way concerned in it,® we cannot be surprised 
that the Pope should suppose he was, and consequently 
that he was now determined to punish him with the 
greatest severity ; and for this purpose he endeavoured, 
but without success, to seize him.1 

In the year 1147, which, according to the 
French and English reckoning of those times, 1147. 8, 
was still current, Easter falling on the elev- 
enth of April, but according to our present calcula- 
tion, in the beginning of 1148, Eugenius left Rome, 


7 «¢Parum quidem pecuniz sed plurimum damnationis.” 
8 Isaiah ix. 10. ° Gul. Newbrig, Lib. 1, c. xvii. 
+ John Hagust. ubi sup. ; see also Ep. 252, St. Bern. 


ARCHBISHOP OF YORK. 35 


and came into France for the purpose of presiding 
at a council of the Gallican and Anglican Bishops. 
The prelates of both countries were commanded to 
appear, and in the middle of Lent, Eugenius held 
the great Council of Rheims. We may here men- 
tion a fact connected with this Council, which will 
illustrate the party spirit which was at that time 
existing in England, even between one Bishop, and 
another. Theobald, Archbishop of Canterbury, had 
received the Pope’s command to attend the Council, 
and had accordingly asked, but could not obtain the 
king’s permission to go. Inasmuch however as he 
feared God more than the king, he started, and with 
very great difficulty arrived in France. For in order 
to prevent his departure, the king had ordered all the 
sea ports to be narrowly watched, and guarded. This 
was done at the suggestion of Henry, the Bishop of 
Winchester, who for some time previously to this had 
been on bad terms with the Archbishop. The origin 
of the ill will between them seems to have arisen from 
Henry’s disappointment at not having been promoted 
to the See of Canterbury, which, says the Canterbury 
historian, he fully expected. They then had disputes 
concerning the rights and privileges of their respective 
offices and jurisdiction. The Archbishop accused Henry 
of abusing his power as Legate, and had petitioned 
Pope Celestine to remove him from his office.4 On 
the present occasion, Henry had so contrived, that if 
the Archbishop, left the country, he should be pro- 
scribed by the king, whereas if he did not attend the 


2 Gervasii Chronicon, p. 1363. 
8 Gervasii Chronicon an. 1138. p. 1348. 
+ Vid. Gervasii Act. Pontif. Cantuar. p. 1665, et Step. Bir- 
chington vite Archiep. Cantuar. Anglia Sacra, pars i. p. 7. 
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Council he would be suspended, if not deposed, for con- 
tempt of the Pope. ‘Theobald however found means to 
embark, and in a small shattered bark reached, after 
great danger, the French shore, and made his appear- 
ance at the Council. The Pope received him with 
great joy and honour, and commended him for his 
zealous and fearless conduct. On his return from 
France, Stephen sentenced him to banishment: for 
which the whole kingdom was put under an interdict 
by command of the Pope.® There were present 
also at the Council those of the Clergy of York, 
who were opposed to William, together with Henry 
Murdach. They again layed their complaints before 
the Pope, and declared that William had not been 
canonically elected, or lawfully consecrated, but had 
been thrust in by the king’s authority, “ auctoritate 
regia intrusum.” Whereupon Alberic, Bishop of Os- 
tia, pronounced the sentence of the Pope in the follow- 
ing words,® “ We decree by the authority of the Pope, 
that William, Archbishop of York, be deposed from 
the Pontificate, because Stephen, king of England, 
nominated him before the canonical election had taken 
place.” We may here remark, that here for the first 
time the legality of his consecration came into question, 
and the probable reason for its not being considered 
legal, was, the non consent of the Archbishop of Can- 
terbury, which was mentioned above. 

The See of York was now again vacant, and Euge- 
nius immediately addressed letters to the Bishop of 
Durham and the Chapter of York, commanding them 


5 Vid. Chronica. W. Thorn. a. p. 1148. ap Twysden, p. 
1807. et Gervasius p, 1363. 
6 Gervasius ubi sup. 
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within forty days after the receipt of the letters, to 
elect in the room of William, a learned, discreet, and 
religious person. In obedience to this command, the 
superior clergy of the Cathedral and Diocese of York 
met on the eve of the festival of St. James the Apos- 
tle, in the Church of St. Martin, in the suburb of 
Richmond,7 to choose a fit person to fill the vacant 
See ; after much deliberation the majority chose Hyla- 
rius, Bishop of Chichester ; the rest of the Chapter, 
Henry Murdach, Abbot of Fountains. The issue of 
their meeting was reported to Eugenius, in the ensuing 
winter, when he confirmed the election of Henry Mur- 
dach, and consecrated him with his own hands at 
Treves, on the second Sunday in Advent, in the Octave 
of St. Andrew. Henry, now Archbishop, and duly in- 
vested with the Pallium, set out on his journey for 
England, little imagining the kind of reception that 
awaited him.® William had been dearly beloved by 
the common people of York, and, as we think, desery- 
edly so, for his exceeding benevolence to them, and for 
the holiness of his life, and now they could ill endure 
the presence of one whom they knew had been one of 
the main instruments in getting him deposed. ‘They 
were not likely to enter into questions about the legal- 
ity of his election ; all they knew or cared for was, that 
William had been a good Archbishop and friend to them, 
and now he was taken away from them, and, as they 
supposed, on unjust grounds, and another, one of his 
very enemies, sent to them, in his stead : this was more 


7 *¢Tn suburbium de Richemund.” 
8 Gervasius ubi sup. John Hagust. p. 276. Dugdale. Monast. 
Angl. vol. v. p. 286. cart. num. xxxvii. 
° Godwin de Presul. Angl. vol. ii. p. 250. fol. ed. 
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than they could endure, and so, swayed entirely by 
their feelings, they set themselves at once with all their 
might against the new Archbishop, and having laid 
their plans, they prevented his entrance into York. 
Stephen too was highly indignant at the treatment of 
his nephew, and by way of revenge required Henry 
to take some unusual oath, which he refused to do: 
consequently the king’s party was added to his oppo- 
nents. The citizens remained firm, and drove him 
from the city: and the greatest confusion now pre- 
vailed. The Archbishop anathematized the insurgents, } 
and laid them under an interdict. The Cathedral 
was closed, the sacred rites discontinued, and the in- 
surrection spread through the whole province, but 
especially in the city, where things arrived at such 
a pitch, that an Archdeacon,? a friend of the Arch- 
bishop’s, was murdered. Meanwhile Henry retired to 
Ripon, where he remained for several years, during the 
whole of which time the disturbances at York never 
ceased. The king’s soldiers were continually perse- 
cuting those who had any share in William’s depo- 
sition.> Eustace, king Stephen’s son, hearing that 
the services of the Church were discontinued, appeared 
at York at the head of a body of troops, and com- 
manded the Clergy, in spite of the Archbishop’s anath- 
ema, to resume them, and perform them in the accus- 
tomed manner ; and he severely punished the people of 
Beverley for having received and afforded protection to 
the Archbishop. 

Thus, instead of the peaceful quiet and repose of 


1 John Hagust. p. 277. Godwin ubi sup. 
2 Godwin. p. 251. 
3 John Hagust. p. 278. et Gul. Newb. lib. i. c. xvii. 
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Fountains, Henry for the first three years of his Epis- 
copate met with nothing but difficulties and vexations. 
The displeasure of his sovereign, the perplexity and 
distraction of the few that still remained faithful to 
him, the hatred of his citizens, and the continual 
plottings and conspiracies of his adversaries, were 
but a sorry exchange for a life of prayer and contem- 
plation, for the round of holy services, and the society 
of those who were as his own children in love and af- 
fection for him. It seems however that he repined not 
at what he acknowledged to be the will of God, but 
remaining quietly at Ripon, he at length was recom- 
pensed for all his sufferings ; the malice of his enemies 
gave way before his prudence, his meekness overcame 
their fury, and even the indignation and opposition of 
the king was at length compelled to yield to his for- 
bearance and Christian patience. The circumstances 
we do not know: but so it was, strange as it may ap- 
pear, that in 1151, the king was reconciled to him, and 
he was at last received by the people of York, and en- 
throned with great splendour in the Cathedral on the 
Festival of the Conversion of St. Paul. The following 
Easter he celebrated with Pope Eugenius at Rome. 
He governed his diocese with great zeal and strictness, 
and was himself a bright example of purity and holi- 
ness of life. The first thing we find him doing, was to 
restore at his own expense the privileges attached to 
certain dignities, freedoms and immunities, belonging 
to the Cathedral of York,> which William had sold to 
defray the expenses of his continual journeys to Rome.® 


4 Dugdale ubi sun. Godwin ubi sup. John Hagust. p. 279. 
5 «¢ Privilegia dignitatum, libertatum, immunitatum.” 
6 John Hagust. ubi. sup. 
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This is a blemish in William’s character, which we 
would only notice in such manner as it is becoming to 
speak of the imperfections of a Saint, but we will not 
stop to dwell on it, but leaving the Archbishop Henry 
in the prudent and well ordered government of his 
diocese, we will return to William, now no longer 
surrounded with the pomp and splendour of the Epis- 
copate, but clothed in the humble garb of a penitent, 
and wholly taken up with sorrowing for the failings of 
his past life, and doubtless amongst them, for that 
which we have just mentioned. 


CHAPTER IV. 


St. William in penitence. 


We have now arrived at the most interesting, as 
well as the most edifying part of William’s history. 
Hitherto we have beheld him mixed up more or less 
with the world and with worldly ways; living in 
king’s houses, and clothed in soft apparel, patronized 
by the rulers of the earth, but opposed by one of the 
chiefest of God’s Saints: himself meanwhile endea- 
vouring to retain the position to which he had been 
raised, kind indeed, and benevolent to the poor, court- 
eous, and possessed of many amiable qualities, but yet 
wanting in the chief characteristics which separate the 
Saint from the mere ordinary, and if we may so say, 
the every-day religious man. All will allow that what 
we have as yet seen of William, believing never- 
theless, as we do, that he was really innocent of the 
ermmes brought against him, and that he was what the 
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world would call a good amiable man, still that what 
we have as yet seen of his character is not of that 
standard and value as would warrant us in believing 
that he shared the assembly of those glorious beings 
whose memories are cherished by the Church with so 
much love and veneration. As yet he has not given 
any sign of his future destiny : making the very most 
of Binns as we may, still those pondenchl: unearthly, 
and saint-like qualities, which in technical language 
are called “ heroic virtue,” and which the Church re- 
quires as an indispensable requisite, before she decides 
whether one departed is to be venerated as a Saint, 
and which, in greater or less degrees, has always shone 
forth in the Saints of Holy Church, has not yet been 
seen in William. How then, it may be asked, did 
he become fit to be ascribed in the Church’s Catalogue 
of Saints ? The answer to this question will best be 
given by continuing our account of him; yet it may 
be briefly stated, that it was through the grace of peni- 
tence. He exchanged the golden mitre and the purple 
robe for the cowl and serge ; the bed of down, and 
tapestried chamber, for the pallet, and the dark and 
cold and lonely cell; the sounds of joy and laughter, 
for the tears and groans of a broken and contrite heart. 
And thus, incomprehensible and visionary as it may 
seem to the mere man of sense, he prepared himself to 
be a meet recipient for that glorious crown that fadeth 
not away. 

After having spent some time in Sicily, William 
returned to England, and at once gave evident proof 
that his mind was made up as to his future course and 
mode of life. His uncle, the Bishop of Winchester, 
still the man of the world, and therefore heedless of 
the Pope’s decision respecting his nephew, received 
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him at Winchester, as though he were still Archbishop, 
with much pomp and splendour. He offered him one 
of his mansions, and commanded that all his own re- 
tainers and household should pay him the same defe- 
rence as before; but William at once perceived the 
impropriety of such a course, and moreover, was both 
unfit and unwilling to receive such attentions. He 
rejected all the offers of his uncle, and instead of a palace 
and many servants, instead of luxury and comfort, he 
chose out as his abode some manor belonging to his 
uncle, near the monastery of Winchester, where he 
resided, though most of his time was spent in the 
society of the monks, in which he took the greatest 
delight.7 Here his life was exemplary : not a murmur 
or complaint ever escaped his lips ; nor was he ever 
heard to speak against his enemies, and from those who 
did speak against them he would always turn away : 
diligent beyond the rest of his companions, he was 
constantly employed in study and reading, and yet was 
instant and persevering in prayer. In short, to quote 
the words of an old historian, “ he wished to do penance 
for his past sins, and to extinguish by the abundance 
of his tears, the avenging punishment of future fire.”® 

“ And thus,” to quote again another old writer,® “ was 
he wholly changed into another man.” How much 
does this last short sentence imply! How do the 
words “wholly changed” reveal to us the part of his 
history now under review !—“ changed into another 
man,” and this by the grace of penitence, by the prac- 
tice of true and heartfelt sorrow and contrition. The 


7 Vid. Wharton. Anglia Sacra. pars i. p. 300. et Harpsfeldii 
Hist. Eccl. Angl. p. 397. 
8 Bromton p. 1041. ° John Hagust. p. 276. 
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worldly man may laugh at this; he indeed, had he 
been William’s adviser, would have bade him lead 
a very different life ; he would have had him make 
the best of it ; he would have said, “eat, drink, and be 
merry.” But, William, frail and imperfect as he 
was, had not so learned Christ. He felt and acknow- 
ledged that his disgrace was not sent him for nought ; 
he received it as the furnace of affliction in which he 
was to be tried, and purified of all earthly dross and 
alloy, and receiving it as such, he could not but come 
forth from it an altered man. He had not read in vain 
of her who had sinned greatly, but who loved much, 
and therefore was forgiven ; of her whose tears be- 
dewed her Saviour’s feet, and washed away a load of 
guilt. Now would the Holy Hymns, in which he had 
so often joined, perhaps without much thought, when 
the Church in solemn festival assembles to honour her 
memory, come vividly before him, and as he knelt be- 
fore the altar of his God, would he pray that he might 
be cleansed as Mary Magdalene, and become a devoted 
follower of his Lord. And if in the severe and 
piercing examination of his past life, the thought per- 
chance should come across him, that he too had denied 
his Saviour, yet would he recall to mind that wondrous 
look upon the fallen Apostle, that never-to-be-forgotten 
look which availed to call him, unmindful of his prom- 
ises, and the deserter of his Lord, back to a faithful 
and devoted service, and made him fit to become the 
bearer of the keys of Heaven, the foundation of the 
Church, the shepherd of the sheep. Such thoughts as 
these, as they flashed before the contrite penitent, 
could not but kindle a cheering ray of hope that even 
yet he might become a true and faithful servant of the 
Cross, and so he fainted not; for five long years he 
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continued at the peaceful monastery, steadfast in the 
exercise of penance ; constant and unwearied in pray- 
ers, and fastings, and nightly vigils, in the holy round 
of fast and festival, and sacred seasons, hoping for 
nothing and desiring nothing, but the forgiveness of 
his past sins, and grace to serve his Lord faithfully for 
the future. And thus in him, as in the holy David 
and the blessed St. Peter, and in the loving St. Mary 
Magdalene, and in the robber on the Cross, and in the 
multitude of those who from the penitent have risen to 
the Saint, do we behold the merciful provisions of the 
Gospel in the exceeding grace of penitence. High 
and unspeakable as are the privileges and blessings in 
store both here and hereafter, for those who have never 
sullied by wilful sin the purity of their baptismal robe, 
those on whose foreheads the holy angels still behold 
the wondrous sign in all its infant brightness, far be- 
yond all comparison as is their condition while on 
earth, and glorious as will be their reward hereafter, 
yet we cannot too highly prize, or ever be too thankful 
for, the hope held out to penitents. The tears which 
gush from the really broken and contrite heart, unite 
in wonderful co-operation with the blood of the Holy 
Lamb, to wash, as we may say, once more the sinful 
soul ; and though we dare not presume on this precious 
means of grace, still the penitent may cheer himself as 
he passes on his mournful and rugged path, with the 
hope that if he but endure to the end, he may yet be 
permitted to join with the Church triumphant in their 
hymns of everlasting praise, with those who have 
washed their robes in the blood of the Lamb, and have 
through much tribulation entered into the kingdom of 
God. That such was William’s blessedness, we shall 
give the grounds for believing by and bye. 
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But it is now time for us to leave the reflections 
which William’s penitential life at Winchester sug- 
gested, and to pass on to the remainder of his history. 
It was in the latter end of the year 1148 that St. 
William entered upon his life of penitence. 
In the middle of 1153, into which year we 
must now introduce the reader, events took 
place which brought him forth from his solitude, to 
appear once more on the scene of active life. Within 
a few months of each other, Pope Eugenius, St. Ber- 
nard, and Henry Murdach, departed this life! The 
latter died at Beverley, and was buried in the Ca- 
thedral at York ; in the words of one of the monks 
of Fountains, “ They loved each other mutually 
in their lives, and in death they were not divided ; 
leaders of the Lord’s flock, pillars of the house of God, 
lights of the world.”? In the room of Eugenius, 
one of the Cardinals who had been an earnest sup- 
porter of William when his cause was heard at Rome, 
was elected Pope, under the title of Anastasius IV. 
As soon as the intelligence of the death of Eugenius 
and St. Bernard had reached England, William’s 
friends, considering that now that two of his chief 
opponents were no more, something might be done 
towards his restoration, urged upon him the duty of 
claiming his former position.® Yielding to their 
entreaties, he left Winchester, and went immedi- 
ately to Rome, where he presented himself before his 
former patron, Anastasius, not complaining, or finding 
fault with the sentence passed upon him, but humbly 
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imploring pity, and as we may suppose, requesting the © 


Pope to take his case into consideration. While he 
was at Rome, messengers arrived from England, with 
the news of the death of the Archbishop of York.* 
These same messengers conducted William back at 
once to York, where on his arrival, he found that he 
had been elected again, by the majority, and the most 
worthy part of the Chapter ;° immediately upon his re- 
election, he returned, according to one historian,® to 
Rome, where he was honourably received by Hugh, 
who had just been consecrated Bishop of Durham, in 
the room of William de St. Barbara, on the Vigil of St. 
Thomas (December 20), and who greatly advanced his 
cause before the Pope and Cardinals. This writer relates 
that William arrived in Rome on the third day after 
Hugh’s consecration. (Dec. 23) Another, and: perhaps 
more trustworthy writer,’ gives a different account, and 
says that the Bishop of Durham had left Rome before 
William’s second arrival there, and while his cause was 
still pending. But however this may be, it is certain 
that Anastasius still maintained his favourable opinion 
of William, and was rejoiced to find that he had again 
been elected by the Chapter. He confirmed most 
gladly their election, and presented William with the 
Pallium, which, as we have seen, he had never yet 
obtained. ‘The Pope and Cardinals treated him with 
the greatest kindness, commiserating his old age and 
adverse circumstances ;§ one Cardinal especially, of the 
name of Gregory, ® described as “a man of great ability 


+ Vid. Acta Ss. vita. S. Gul. Jun. viii. sec. 6. 28. 
5 Bromton. p. 1041. ° Gervasius p. 1375. 
7 Gul. Neub. lib. ii. cap. xxvi. 8 ¢ Miserante canos.” 
° As to who this Gregory was, vid. Acta ss. ubi sup. 
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and most profound acuteness,” investigated his case 
with much interest. And now, restored to his former 
high position, and receiving from the Holy Pontiff the fa- 
vour and protection of his blessing, William set out once 
more for England. He arrived at Winchester! on Holy 
Saturday (April 3, 1154), where, having celebrated the 
Easter Festival, he pursued his journey (April 18, 
“post Albas”) and hastened to reach his own city. 
His journey from Rome to England is remarkable 
for the effect he produced upon the inhabitants of the 
places through which he passed; they were struck 
with the purity and heavenly character of his whole 
demeanour and conversation. The following anecdote, 
which is told of him when he arrived at Canterbury, 
will show that an opinion of his sanctity must have 
been growing up now for some time, and that it had 
spread far and wide, abroad as well as at home. In 
those days, when the blessed effects of penance and 
the discipline of the Church were acknowledged by all 
true Christians, men would be as it were on the look- 
out, to hear of or see those who had given themselves 
up to the practice of sincere repentance, as persons for 
whom the Lord had done great things, whom only to 
see was a great privilege, and a most sure means of 
self-improvement. Thus we may imagine the fame of 
William’s life at Winchester had reached the ears 
of all earnest and religious men, and they naturally 
longed to see him, not as it would be in these days, to 
criticise or ridicule, or to pronounce him a wild enthu- 
siast and fanatic, who knew not the spirit of the Gos- 
pel, but to gaze upon him with devotion and reverence, 


1 Bromton. p. 1041. Polydore Vergil lib. xii. p. 210. 
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if haply they might gain somewhat of his spirit, and 
receive from his holy lips words of comfort and encou- 
ragement. The world puts forward her heroes and men 
of science, her philosophers and politicians, and the chil- 
dren of the world, fall down before them, and pay them 
homage, and in like manner the Church has those 
amongst her children whose achievements surpass in 
measure infinite, those of hero or philosopher ; those who 
have wrestled against the unseen world, and have come 
forth victorious ; those who have found out the science 
of the heart and conscience, who can order and regu- 
late the life of the hidden man, these are they, even 
the Saints in all ages, whom true believers long to see, 
in whose presence they joy to dwell, and with whom to 
hold communion after their earthly course is finished, 
is one of their greatest privileges and delights... This 
may serve to give importance to the otherwise ordinary 
story in question, that as soon as William arrived at 
Canterbury, Roger, the Archdeacon, who had been ex- 
ceedingly desirous of seeing him, visited him, with 
feelings of the highest reverence and devotion, and on 
his taking his departure, William said, in the hear- 
ing of those who stood by, “ That man will be my 
successor,” which really came to pass. 

On leaving Canterbury, William, as we have already 
mentioned, passed a few days at Winchester, and thence 
proceeded straight to York, where he arrived on the 
Sunday before the Feast of the Ascension, May 8, 
1154. There, however, a new sort of opposition 
awaited him. His old enemies were by God’s grace 
indeed his friends ; they had opposed him in the days 
of his splendour, because a king had endeavoured to 
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force him upon the Church of Christ, and because he 
was identified with a secular party, headed by a worldly 
prelate, by whose means Theobald, the Primate of 
England, had become an exile. Now the scene had 
changed ; he had come back indeed with the rich 
robes which he had worn of old, but his heart and his 
treasure were now in heaven; St. Bernard was there 
also ; but there remained on earth the other section of 
his opponents. None must be startled by their virulent 
and bitter hatred. ‘The state of the higher secular 
clergy of the age was miserable ; an author of the 
time declares that the greater number of the bishops 
were mere military prelates ; one alone he mentions as 
a courageous asserter of the rights of the Church, the 
holy Bishop of Hereford.4 This account will prepare 
us for the depravity of a portion of the Cathedral 
Clergy. The party in York who were still opposed to 
him, headed by Osbert, the Archdeacon, his old enemy, 
and by the Dean of the Cathedral,> endeavoured to 
prevent his entrance into the city, and appealed to 
the authorities of the Chapter against him. He pro- 
ceeded, however, notwithstanding this attempted op- 
position, and was received with much solemnity and 
very great rejoicings, both by the Clergy and people. 
His opponents then attempted to gain their point by 
applying to Theobald, Archbishop of Canterbury, who 
at this time held the office of Legate, but their attempts 
proved fruitless. 

His entrance into York was marked by a very won- 
derful occurrence,® which tended in no small degree to 


* Gesta Stephani ap Duchesne Hist. Norm. Script. 
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exalt him in the eyes of the people, who were already 
devotedly attached to him. The whole city had come 
out to welcome the Archbishop, and as they returned, 
and William was preceding them, the impetuous multi- 
tude rushed headlong on to an old wooden bridge,7 
built over the river Ouse, which runs by the city of 
York, and over which they had to cross to get back 
again into the city. William, at the head of the 
crowd, had passed over the bridge, but as the people 
were upon it, the piers gave way, from the immense 
pressure, and the mass of the people, which consisted 
of a great number of women and children, were carried 
away into the stream. Fearful must have been the 
sight ; universal destruction seemed inevitable ; Wil- 
liam was soon aware of what had taken place; he 
stopped, and turning himself towards the river, made 
the sign of the Cross-over the drowning multitude, and 
bursting into tears, he prayed fervently that Almighty 
God would not permit so many lives to be cut off on 
his account. His prayers were heard, for not a single 
soul perished. § 

William entered York amidst the most rapturous 
rejoicings of the people, and began at once to look 
into the affairs of his diocese, which he governed 
with great moderation and mildness. One of the 
first things he did was to visit the Abbey of Foun- 
tains ; for he had promised at the command of the 
Pope, to make full restitution to the Abbey and its 
inmates for the injuries and losses they had received on 


7 Drake’s Antiq. of York, b. ii. ch. i. p. 418. 
8 A chapel was built upon this bridge, dedicated to St. Wil- 
liam, and which was standing until the Reformation.—Drake, 
Book i. chap. vii. p. 235. 
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his account,® and that he would take the place and its 
inhabitants under his especial pastoral superintendence, 
and would treat them with the most paternal affection. 
Doubtless he would have performed his promise faith- 
fully, had time been allowed him. He went however 
to Fountains in great humility, and promised to make 
entire satisfaction to the brotherhood. He confirmed 
them in all the possessions with which his predecessors 
had endowed the Abbey, and having given to every 
one the kiss of peace, he returned for the last time to 
York, where, in a few days, he was removed suddenly 
from the world, and translated to regions of blissful 
peace and quiet. ‘The account of his death is related 
with great simplicity by one of the old York chroni- 
clers,! as follows: “ Shortly afterwards the Holy Pre- 
late William prepared himself solemnly to celebrate the 
Feast of the Holy Trinity, that by the taking of the 
Heavenly Bread, he might offer himself as an accepta- 
ble service to the One God in Trinity (uni et trino 
Deo.) Having finished the mysteries of this great so- 
lemnity, he was suddenly seized with severe sickness : 
he returned to his palace, and gave orders that an 
abundant feast should be set before his guests. While 
they were feasting in great splendour, the Blessed 
Father retired to his chamber, and there foretold to his 
attendants by the spirit of prophecy the day of his de- 
cease. For eight days he continued worn out by a 
violent fever ; he permitted none but the hand of an 
heavenly physician to administer any remedies to him. 
On the ninth day of his illness, and the thirtieth from 
his arrival in York, on the 8th day of June, in the year 


* Dugdale Monast. Ang]. vol. v. p. 303. Cart. num. xlii. 
1 Stubbs, ubi sup. 
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1154, and the thirtieth year of King Stephen’s reign, 
having bade farewell to his brethren, he finished his 
earthly life in his palace at York, about to receive from 
the Lord an eternal mansion: he was buried in the 
Church of St. Peter ; in which place most salutiferous 
oil flowed from his remains, by which Almighty God 
was pleased to work through his merits many miracles 
on the sick.” 

This is indeed the death of the righteous, which all 
would envy. It must not however be concealed that a 
mystery hung over the deathbed of St. William. A 
report at the time prevailed in England that he died by 
poison, put into the sacred chalice by his inveterate en- 
emies.* The idea is most revolting, for though his 
gentle spirit passed away in peace, the notion that such 
wickedness should have been upon earth is very dread- 
ful. At this distance of time when we look upon the 
evidence dispassionately, the report seems on the whole 
to have been false ; but in the first burst of grief after 
his death, it was generally believed ; the mention of it 
even occurs in one of the hymns which were sung in 
his honour. This proves at all events the idea which 
men had of the terrible rancour and wickedness of his 
enemies in the chapter. Even some of those who at- 
tended on his death-bed, as will appear, believed it so 
far as judicially to accuse Osbert the Archdeacon. A 
contemporary writer,* however, of great credit, exam- 


2 Hoveden, Script. post Bed. p. 490, says, ‘‘ post perceptio- 
nem Eucharistiz infra ablutiones liquore lethali extinctus est.” 
This would imply not that he was poisoned in receiving the 
Blood of the Lord in the Holy Eucharist, but that poison was 
put into the water with which the Priest rinses the Sacred 
Chalice, and which he drinks. 

3 William of Newbridge, Lib. 2. c. 26. 
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ined thoroughly the whole affair, and his conclusion was 
that the report was false. He represents it as a mere 
conjecture, which nevertheless the common people, ever 
prone to terrible stories, soon spread abroad as an un- 
doubted fact. Some time after St. William’s death, when 
the report still prevailed, the writer above mentioned 
examined with solemn adjurations an old monk of Rie- 
vaux, who had been on terms of great intimacy with 
the Canons of York, and also with the Archbishop him- 
self. He was at this time of a great age, suffering from 
severe sickness, and very near his end: he solemnly 
declared that it was a mere false report, for that he was 
present himself at the celebration of the Holy Eucha- 
rist, and that it was quite impossible that any enemy 
could have had the opportunity of committing such a 
deed. He also declared that it was untrue that St. 
William, when his attendants supposed he had been 
poisoned, refused to take an antidote,* for he knew well 
from divine authority that God was not to be tempted. 
The same writer asserts that he heard one Symphoria- 
nus, a Cleric, who was St. William’s constant com- 
panion, and who had waited on him with the greatest 
devotion during his illness, declare that at the persua- 
sion of his friends, St. William took an antidote, and 
also that the chief reason why they supposed he had 
been poisoned was, that his teeth which were naturally 
very white, turned quite black during his last moments, 
but that the physicians laughed at such a notion, as it 
frequently happened with dying persons that their teeth 
turned black at the last. The only thing which weak- 
ens William of Newbridge’s testimony is that there is a 


4 That he did refuse it is asserted by Alberic,—Historiens 
de France, vol. 13. p. 698. 
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letter from John of Salisbury® to Pope Alexander IIL, 
respecting the trial of Osbert the Archdeacon, for the 
murder of St. William, in which this same Symphoria- 
nus appears as the accuser. Osbert claiming to be tried 
in an ecclesiastical instead of a civil court, King Ste- 
phen refused to allow it. ‘The case was delayed to the 
reign of Henry I., who with difficulty consented. On 
the day of the trial, as far as can be made out, Osbert 
failed to establish his innocence by compurgation, the 
ordinary mode of Inquest, that is, he could not muster 
a sufficient number of men to swear that they believed 
him innocent ; on which he appealed to Rome. What 
became of the cause we have not been able to discover, 
though perhaps some unpublished records may some 
day throw light upon it. On the point in question, 
however, it may be observed, that this account of 
Symphorianus does not contradict the facts which 
William of Newbridge professes to have heard from 
him ; it only proves that he drew a different conclusion 
from them. This agains strengthens William’s testi- 
mony, for it shows that he took his premises from a 
person who was biassed the other way. On the whole, 
his unprejudiced opinion inclines us strongly to believe 
that the horrible crime existed only in imagination. 


5 V. Joann. Sarisb. Ep, 108, 110, 111, 122. inter Ep. Paps 
Silvest. ii. 
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CHAPTER V. 


St. William in the Calendar. 


Wi1t1Aw’s death was deeply felt by the people of York. 
From first to last, in his prosperity and in his adver- 
sity, as Treasurer, as an exile from them, as their 
Bishop he had always been greatly beloved. He 
had been to them a father indeed, and sorely felt was 
their bereavement of one whom they fondly hoped 
might have been spared to them yet many years. The 
miraculous preservation of the people on his entrance 
into York, had produced amongst them a feeling of the 
deepest veneration, in addition to their pre-existing af- 
fection for him: they could not but feel that a super- 
natural power was with one whom they looked upon as 
the divine instrument of so wonderful a deliverance, 
and as time went on their devotion to him increased. 
The father to his son, the grandfather to his grandson, 
would tell the praises of their good Archbishop, and 
thus through the succeeding generation was he already 
really though not formally or ecclesiastically hon- 
oured as one who was sharing the company of the 
Saints in rest. At length in the year 1223, 
seventy years after his death, his fame had be- ioe: 
come so great from the® miracles which were ~ 
wrought at his tomb, that the Dean and Chapter of 
York petitioned Honorius III., who was then Pope,7 


6 Drake’s Antiq. of York, B. ii. ch. ii. p. 481. 
7 Breviarium Ebor. 1493. In fest Trans S. Gul. Lectio 1. 
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that he might be canonized and honoured with the rest 
of the Saints of the Church. Witnesses were sent to 
Rome to be examined concerning the miracles, and as 
an instance of the great care which is taken by the 
Church in the process of canonization, we may remark 
that the accounts of the first set of witnesses were not 
considered sufficient,’ and the Clergy of York were 
commanded to send fresh witnesses, and to make a 
second examination concerning the alleged miracles. 
How very solemn and awful a matter the Church con- 
siders the act of canonization to be, will appear from 
the Bull of Pope Honorius, from which we take the 
following extract. After a kind of general introduc- 
tion it runs as follows :° 

“ Our venerable brother the Archbishop, and our 
beloved children the Dean and Chapter of York, having 
petitioned in season and out of season that we should 
ascribe in the Catalogue of Saints in the Church Mili- 
tant, William of sacred memory, whom we doubt not is 
greatly honoured by the Lord in the Church Triumph- 
ant,! inasmuch as it hath appeared by the testimony of 
many credible persons, that so greatly did the grace of 
his merits shine forth, that the Lord vouchsafed to 
work many miracles through him, and after his decease 
granted that many more should be wrought through his 
remains ; yet, although we believe the above testimo- 
nies, and by no means discredit the truth of his daily 


8 Benedict XIV. De Canoniz. Lib. ii. c. 49; also Raynaldi 

contin. ad Baron. an. 1223. Bull. Magn. an. 1222. Ep. 62. 
® Bullarium Magnum Rom. a. pv. 1226. 

! Drake B. ii. ch. i. 419, mentions one Stephen Mauley, 
Archdeacon of Cleveland, as being instrumental in the canon- 
ization, but he is incorrect in the name of the Pope, whom 
he says was Nicholas, as also does the Rey. Alban Butler. 
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increasing celebrity, and would willingly grant the 
prayer of our petitioners, still forasmuch as in so sacred 
and divine a work, we could not proceed without much 
serious consideration, we have caused a diligent ex- 
amination to be made several times by appointed per- 
sons, both into the life and also into the miracles of the 
above named Saint : for although in proof of the exist- 
ence of sanctity, the perfection of charity is sufficient, 
yet for its public manifestation the declaration ‘ exhibi- 
tio” of miracles must be required, and this because, some 
do their good works before men to be seen of them, and 
because the devil transforming himself into an Angel of 
light is continually deceiving men. Wherefore when the 
above mentioned examiners having conferred continually 
with credible witnesses on these points, and having ex- 
amined them in the appointed manner, did fully, clearly, 
and faithfully relate unto us the course of this Saint’s 
most holy life, and also the many and great miracles by 
- which the Lord after his decease caused him to be cele- 
brated ; we, carefully considering that such a light 
was not to be hid under a bushel, but to be set upon a 
candlestick, since besides other miracles (which it would 
be too long to enumerate severally) his tomb was en- 
riched with abundant oil,? with which many sick were 
anointed and healed of their infirmities ; and also, 
(which we must not pass over in silence), he had raised 
three persons from the dead, had given sight to five 
blind, one of whom having been conquered in a single 
combat, and condemned to lose his sight,> came to the 
tomb of the Saint and called upon him, and earnestly 
besought that his sight might be restored unto him, of 


2 ** Olei ubertate pinguescat.” 
3 «*Tn duello devictus et damnatus.” 
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which he knew he had been unjustly deprived,—we, in 
the presence and with the consent of our brethren, and 
other Prelates who were present at our Council, have 
ascribed, or rather commanded him to be ascribed in 
the Catalogue of Holy Confessors, decreeing that his 
Festival be yearly celebrated on the anniversary of his 
death. 

“ Wherefore that ye may prove yourselves grateful 
for such favour, as is fit, we exhort and warn you all, 
commanding you seriously by our Apostolic decrees, 
that ye keep the Festival and memory of this Saint 
with due veneration, and that ye ask for his prayers in 
faith to the Lord of Hosts, for yourselves, and other 
the faithful in Christ. We also confiding in the grace 
of God, and in the merits of the above named Saint, do 
mercifully grant unto all who shall devoutly assemble 
on his Festival in the Church of York, a relaxation for 
fifty days of the penance which may be imposed upon 
them. 

Dated at the Lateran, on the 18th of March, in 
the tenth year of our Pontificate. A. D. 1226.” 


Thus was St. William, after many trials and great 
reverses, at length solemnly inscribed in the Church’s 
Calendar: and if it be asked how one, against whom 
so great a Saint as St. Bernard was opposed as a most 
determined enemy, was fit to be canonized and hon- 
oured by the faithful in Christ, we cannot do better 
than quote the words of Pope Benedict the fourteenth 
in answer to this question. Having, in treating of the 
causes which may stand in the way of a person’s repu- 


* De Canoniz. Lib. i.; cap. 41. sec. 13. ‘* De his que fame 
sanctitatis obstare possunt.” 
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tation of sanctity, brought forward by way of illustra- 
tion the case of St. William, and having given shortly 
the account of his deposition, and restoration to the see 
of York, Pope Benedict continues in the following 
words : “ Wherefore if the above mentioned letters of 
St. Bernard could not prevent his (St. William’s) can- 
onization, which neither prevented that of the writer, 
seeing he had favoured that which he considered to be a 
most righteous cause, deceived by the false insinuation 
of those, of the truth of whose opinion he had not the 
slightest doubt : on which account too he did not hes- 
itate to affirm in his letters, that he had sometimes been 
deceived by the accounts of those in power :—it ap- 
pears that we may conclude concerning the point in 
question, that it neither does, nor ought to stand in the 
way of any person’s sanctity, if charges are laid against 
him by any, (however important) writer or historian, 
so often as these charges shall be removed by a legiti- 
mate judge, by a formal sentence, or by that which is 
equivalent to such a sentence.” 

And thus we cannot be charged with presumption if 
we follow Pope Benedict, and say that as far as regards 
the charge of simony or any other great crimes, we 
must think St. Bernard was misinformed respecting St. 
William. As to the character of the latter, before his 
life of penitence at Winchester, we have said already 
that there were many points in it which were far from 
being consistent with one who was hereafter to adorn 
the Church’s Calendar: but we may surely believe 
that whatever was earthly and of base alloy, was puri- 
fied and cleansed by those contrite and heartfelt tears® 
which he shed as a penitent during his retreat at Win- 


5 Vid. Bromton. 


60 ST. WILLIAM, 


chester, and his history cannot fail to teach us this 
great lesson, that true penitence is as it were a plank to 
the shipwrecked soul, to which if it do but cling in 
calm and steady faith, it may yet after much tribula- 
tion through many a storm and tempest, reach the 
haven of the heavenly land, and be permitted to dwell 
with those whose course had been through life free 
from the shoals and quicksands of wilful sin. 

Our narrative now passes into the year 1283. 
A custom had prevailed in the Church even be- ae 
fore the time of Constantine, (and after him it 
was much more common) of translating the remains of 
those whom the Church honoured as Saints from the 
original place in which they had been buried, to some 
more important and conspicuous spot.® After the can- 
onization of St. William, when miracles still continued 
to be wrought at his tomb, a great desire prevailed 
from time to time amongst the Clergy of York, to re- 
move his remains, which at present were buried under 
a very plain, unsightly tomb, to some more prominent 
place in the Cathedral, and to build over them a shrine? 
which in its costliness and magnificence might in some 
degree correspond with the celebrity and glory of the 
Saint. It was not however until 1283 that this desire 


6 In Constantine’s time the bodies of St. Andrew and St. 
Timothy were translated. Vid. Carmen xi. Paulini in Nat. S. 
Felix, Muratori Anecd. tom. 1. also, Du Fresne Constant. 
Christ. lib. iv. c. 5. also, Benedict xiv. De Canoniz. Lib. iv. ec. 
xxii. et seq. ‘de Yranslatione Corporum.” 

7 This shrine was demolished at the Reformation. Drake in 
1723 examined the spot which tradition said was the place of 
the Saint’s grave : for the particulars of this examination, which 
seems to have been made with more of an antiquarian than de- 
votional spirit, see his Antiquities of York, b. ii. ch. i. p. 420, 
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was carried into effect. William Wykwane was then 
Archbishop of York :* he had been elected in the sum- 
mer of 1279, and consecrated on the nineteenth of Sep- 
tember that same year, by Pope Nicholas III. at Rome. 
He, together with one Antony de Bek, the Bishop elect 
of Durham, were the chief promoters of the Transla- 
tion, the whole expenses of which were defrayed solely 
by the latter.° Antony was not yet consecrated, and 
considering that greater solemnity would be added to 
his consecration if it could be performed on the same 
day as the Translation, and hoping thereby to connect 
himself more closely with St. William, it was arranged 
that both ceremonies should take place on the 9th of 
January. It was determined that the occasion should 
be marked by the greatest splendour and magnificence, 
and for this purpose, King Edward I. and his Queen 
Eleanor, together with all the Nobilify and Chief Offi- 
cers, ecclesiastical as well as civil, of the whole of Eng- 
land were invited to assist at the solemnity. Clergy 
from all parts were summoned, and eleven Bishops 
were present on the occasion. It was much feared that 
the King and Queen would not be able to attend, 
partly on account of the severity of the weather, but 
chiefiy because the King and his Barons were especially 
occupied with the settling and disposing of Wales, 
which country had just been conquered. The King 
however was most anxious to be present, and an acci- 
dent which happened to him a short time before his 
departure for York, increased his anxiety and made 
him quite determined to go there: “It happened,” (we 


8 Stubbs, p. 1727. 
® Vid. Brev. Ebor, 1493. Lectiones in Fest. Transl. S. Gul. 
Ebor. Archiep. 
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quote the words of the Lection used in the Office for 
the Festival of the Translation) “it happened that on 
a certain day he was mounting a steep place, and when 
he arrived on the summit, he fell down from an im- 
mense height, so that it was thought by his attendants, 
who were naturally amazed at what had happened, that 
his whole body must have been dashed to pieces. ‘The 
King however rose up immediately, not in the least in- 
jured, and gave thanks to Almighty God and St. Wil- 
liam, imputing his fall to the enemy of mankind, and 
his preservation to the merits of the glorious Confessor 
he had determined to honour. From that day so great 
a desire possessed him to honour St. William, that he 
set out quickly for York, and hastened in rapid jour- 
nies to reach the city.” 

It was now within two days of the time fixed for the 
Translation, and’on the eve of the eighth of January, 
the Archbishop and Antony de Bek, attended by the 
Dean and Canons of the Cathedral, entered the Church 
in silence and late at night, to make preparations for 
the opening of the tomb ; having chanted Litanies 
and poured forth many prayers for help and assist- 
ance, they prostrated themselves in much humility 
before the tomb, and after continuing some time 
in prayer, they commenced their work. Having re- 
moved a large stone which was placed upon the cof- 
fin, they found the body of the holy Bishop habited in 
the sacred vestments in which he had been buried. 
These were found to be, both by sight and touch, cov- 
ered with oil which had exuded from his sacred re- 
mains. Removing the Patten and Chalice which had 


1 Vid. S. Basil Hom. in S. Julittam Martyrem. t. 2. p. 35. S. 
Greg. Turon Lib. i. c. 30. De gloria Martyrum. 
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been placed next to the body in the tomb, the Arch- 
bishop and Antony de Bek, with others who were 
considered from their character fit for so sacred a work, 
beginning at the head, collected and rolled up the 
sacred relics with due reverence and devotion, and 
placed them in a small chest. They then carried it 
most devoutly on their shoulders to a secret place in 
the Cathedral, which they sealed, and leaving a guard 
there, they departed in silence. The next morning 
when it was quite light, they returned, and unlocked 
the chest, and having taken out the holy relics, hand- 
ling them with the most minute reverence, they sepa- 
rated them from the ecclesiastical vestments, which 
they put by themselves, but the vestments belonging to 
the body itself, together with it they placed in a chest 
prepared with great care for the purpose. This they 
sealed and guarded. All was now ready for the com- 
pletion of the Translation. Before however the hour 
for the ceremony had arrived, a remarkable event took 
place, which we will relate in the words of the Lection 
read on this Festival, and which is the fifth in order.” 
“On the following day, while the matins were being 
solemnly chanted for the Translation of St. William’s 
remains, in order that the solemnity might be rendered 
more remarkable, Almighty God magnified His Saint 
by a wonderful miracle. For as certain of the Canons’ 
servants who had come with their masters into the 
Cathedral were sleeping in the Choir, one of them 
had reclined his head on the foot of the pulpit from 
which the Gospel was wont to be read, and behold, 
during the reading of the third Lection, one of the 
columns of no small weight chanced to give way, and 


2 Brev. Ebor. ubi sup. 
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fell upon him, so that his head lay pressed down be- 
tween the fallen pillar and the foot of the pulpit. 
When those who were present saw it, they ran to raise 
up the stone, supposing that his head was irremediably 
shattered. But he rose up, felt no injury, and loosing 
a band which was tied round his head, he found that it 
had been pierced through on either side by the upper 
and the lower stone, and was bitten through as it were 
with teeth, so that it was the more manifest to all that 
beheld it, that it was the work of Providence that when 
the band which enclosed his head had been so broken, 
he himself should have escaped unhurt. The servant 
gave thanks to Almighty God and St. William for his 
preservation, believing, and not without reason, that 
through his merits he had escaped so great a danger.” 
On the morning of the ninth of January, the Cathe- 
dral was filled with those who had thronged from all 
parts to be present at the Festival. The king and 
queen, and a very large attendance of lords and barons, 
together with the eleven Bishops and their clergy, in- 
creased the splendour and magnificence of the scene. 
The sermon having been preached by the Archbishop, 
the king himself and all the Bishops present, carried 
the chest which contained the sacred relics round 
part of the choir, with the greatest reverence and de- 
votion, and thus the body of William was with great 
rejoicing and due solemnity translated from an obscure 
into a lofty place, from the common burying-ground 
into the choir. As soon as the Office for the Transla- 
tion was finished, the Archbishop solemnly conse- 
crated Antony de Bek, Bishop of Durham, and thus 
ended the solemnities which doubtless for many gene- 


3 «¢ Ab imo in altum, a communi loco, in Chorum.” 
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rations were remembered as some of the most remark- 
able that had ever taken place in York. 

Many miracles took place after the Translation, the 
most remarkable of which were told to the Clergy, and 
recorded, the account of them forming the remainder 
of the Lessons read on the Festival of the Transla- 
tion. This was appointed to be kept yearly on the 
first Sunday after the Epiphany, St. William’s day 
being celebrated on the 8th of June, the day on which 
he died. We cannot perhaps close our narrative in a 
better way than presenting the reader with the Collect 
which is used on the Festival of the Translation, and 
which clearly shows the thoughts and spirit which the 
Church wished should accompany such ceremonies, 
and which they were intended to produce in the minds 
of sincere and pious worshippers. 

Almighty and merciful God, who hast shown the 
body of William, thy glorious Confessor and Bishop, 
which was buried in the depth of the earth, to be 
worthy of exaltation ; grant that we celebrating his 
Translation, may be translated from this valley of 
misery to Thy heavenly kingdom, through Jesus 
- Christ our Lord. Amen. 
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APPENDIX I. 


On the question of precedence betreen the Sees 
of Canterbury and York. 


OnE of the ancient chroniclers! relates that Theobald, 
Archbishop of Canterbury, would not give his con- 
sent to St. William’s election ; but it does not appear 
whether this was owing to the circumstances of the 
election, or, which is the most likely, to the old feelings 
of jealousy, which had for so long a time existed be- 
tween the two metropolitan sees of England. Though 
it would be beside our purpose to enter into the 
respective merits of the two sees, and to determine 
which was right and which was wrong, yet it may 
not be uninteresting to the reader to be put in pos- 
session of the state of the quarrel, as far as it had pro- 
ceeded, up to the time of our narrative, which we will 
now do, having reserved it for a note. The old consti- 
tution, ordained by Gregory the Great, in the time of 
Paulinus, the first Archbishop of York, was, that the 
two sees should be counted of equal dignity, but that 
whichever Primate had been consecrated first, should 
take precedence of the other, preside at councils, &c., 
and in the case of the death of one, the survivor 


1 Gervasii act. Pontif. Cantuar. ap. Twysden, p. 1665. 
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should consecrate the successor, and in the interim, 
should exercise all the archiepiscopal functions within 
the province of the defunct. As instances of this, 
Honorius, fifth Archbishop of Canterbury,*® was conse- 
crated by Paulinus, Archbishop of York ; and after- 
wards, Bosa, fourth primate of that see, was conse- 
crated by Theodore, Archbishop of Canterbury. This 
constitution of Pope Gregory continued until the time 
of the conquest, but when Lanfranc was appointed to 
the vacant see of Canterbury, by the Conqueror, and 
Thomas, a canon of Bayeux, to that of York, a contest 
for the supremacy arose between them, which lasted 
with unwearied vehemence between several of their 
successors. Lanfranc demanded of Thomas, as his un- 
doubted and long-established right, profession of obe- 
dience. ‘This, Thomas would by no means be induced 
to pay, upon which both Archbishops set out to Rome, 
to plead each one his cause before the Pontiff. The . 
Pope referred them to a council of all the Bishops and 
Abbots of England, and upon their return, the subject 
was first discussed during the Easter Festival, before 
the king, in the royal chapel at Winchester, and after- 
wards at Windsor,® where, at a council held during 
Whitsuntide (1072), it was finally determined in the 
presence of the Legate of the Apostolic see, the 
king and queen, and of all the Bishops and Abbots of 
the kingdom :— 

1. That the Church of York ought to be subject to 
that of Canterbury ; and the Archbishop of York to 
pay obedience to the Archbishop of Canterbury, in all 


2 Stubbs Act. Pontif. Ebor. ap. Twysden, p. 1687. 
8 Wilkins Concilia, vol. i. p. 324. 
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things pertaining to Christian religion, as primate of 
all Britain. 

2. That if the Archbishop of Canterbury called a 
Council wheresoever he pleased, the Archbishop of 
York with his suffragans ought to be present, and give 
obedience to what should be determined. 

And 8. That the Archbishop of York ought to make 
profession of canonical obedience under an oath to the 
Archbishop of Canterbury. 

The oath however was dispensed with in the case of 
Thomas, through favour of the king ; to the above de- 
terminations Thomas submitted, and affixed his signa- 
ture: it is said that they were carried owing to the 
king’s partiality for Lanfranc, and that Thomas was 
under great disadvantages in arguing against his oppo- 
nent, from not having the ancient charters and privi- 
leges of the see of York to refer to, for these had been 
. destroyed in a fire just before his promotion to the see. 
Nothwithstanding the decision of the Council of Wind- 
sor, the three succeeding Archbishops of York, Gerard, 
Thomas II., and Thurstan, refused to pay obedience 
to the Primate of Canterbury ; the two former yielded 
reluctantly after a time, but Thurstan stood out as 
long as he held the see, and never would consent to 
pay the required profession ; on the contrary, he felt 
so strongly about the matter, that he went to Rome and 
pleaded the cause of his see with such success before 
the Pope, that the Church of York again raised her 
head to an equality with her sister of Canterbury, and 
received back her ancient privileges. Honorius II. 
granted a Bull of exemption to Thurstan‘ and his suc- 


4 Wilkins ubi sup. p.407. Eadmer Hist. Nov. lib. iv. See 
also Drake’s Antiq. of York, B. ii. ch. i. p. 403, 413—417, and 
ch. iii. 
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cessors, by which he confirmed to the see of York its 
ancient dignity, and prohibited the Archbishop of Can- 
terbury from exacting any profession of obedience 
from the see of York, or York from requiring the like 
from Canterbury ; he also confirmed the constitution of 
Gregory which we have mentioned above, and decreed 
that if the Archbishop of Canterbury would not gratis, 
and without exaction of obedience, consecrate the elect 
Archbishop of York, that then the said elect should be 
consecrated by his own suffragans, or else by the Ro- 
man Pontiff himself. 

We may here observe that the confirmation of the 
election of a Bishop, by which is meant the approbation 
of his nomination, was in the early ages of the Church the 
right of the Metropolitan and his Suffragans.° After- 
wards the right of approving and determining whether 
elections were canonical or not belonged to the Metro- 
politan only. This continued so for thirteen centuries, 
and the Decretals of Gregory [X., a. p. 1227, speak of 
it as the common law of the Church. Afterwards by 
the reservation of particular cases for the decision of 
the Apostolic See,® the old customs of canonical election 
were to a certain degree abolished, and the Metropoli- 
tan’s right of confirming the elections of Bishops was 
taken away from him and reserved for the Pope :* the 
reason for this being that when the right of nominating 
and appointing Bishops belonged to the Pope alone, it 
seemed unfit that this nomination should be confirmed 
by one who was under his authority. All these altera- 


5 Vid. Concil. Nicen. Can. iv. 
6 Van Espen. vol. i. De Confirm. Episcop. Ferrarius Bibl. 
Prompt. Art. Confirmatio. 
’' Themassin, Ps LL iadiine.2o.a0. 
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tions were after the time of the foregoing history, yet it 
seems probable that though not regularly sanctioned by 
a decree of the Church, new rules and customs were 
being gradually introduced with respect to the relative 
authority of the Pope and particular Metropolitans. 
Whether in the case of William, the Bishop of Win- 
chester, used his Legatine authority beyond its just 
limits, or whether the Archbishop’s consent was ac- 
tually necessary, or how far so, we need not here 
enquire. 
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On the Pallium. 


It may be interesting to the reader to give a short 
account of the Pallium, of which we have heard in the 
foregoing history, and of the privileges annexed to its 
possession. ; 

The Pallium is a part of the Pontifical dress worn 
only by the Pope, Archbishops, and Patriarchs.’ It 
is a white woollen band of about three fingers 
breadth, made round, and worn over the shoulders, 
crossed in front, with one end of it hanging down over 
the breast, the other behind: it is ornamented with 
purple crosses, and fastened by three golden needles, or 
pins: It is made of the wool of perfectly white sheep, 
which are yearly on the festival of St. Agnes offered 
and blessed at the celebration of the Holy Eucharist, in 


8 Bona de Reb. Liturg. i. 24. 
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the Church dedicated to her in the Nomentan Way in 
Rome. ‘The sheep are received by two Canons of the 
Church of St. John Lateran, who deliver them into 
the charge of the Subdeacons of the Apostolic Col- 
lege, and they then are kept and fed by them until 
the time for shearing them arrives. The Palliums 
are always made of this wool, and when made, they 
are brought to the Church of St. Peter and St. Paul, 
and are placed upon the Altar over their tomb, on 
the eve of their Festival, and are there left the whole 
night, and on the following day are delivered to the Sub- 
deacons whose office it is to take charge of them. The 
Pope alone, always wears the Pallium, and wherever 
he officiates, to signify his supreme authority over all 
other particular Churches. Archbishops and Patri- 
archs receive it from him, and cannot wear it except in 
their own Churches, and only on certain great festivals, 
when they celebrate the Mass. This St. Gregory the 
Great declares to have been of very ancient origin.® 
An Archbishop, although he be consecrated as 
Bishop and have taken possession, cannot, before he 
has petitioned for and received the Pallium,? either call 
himself Archbishop, or perform such acts as belong to 
the “Greater Jurisdiction,” those, namely, which he 
exercises not as a Bishop, but as Archbishop, such as 
to summon a Council, or to visit his Province, &c. &e. 
He can however when his election has been confirmed, 
and before he receives the Pallium, depute his functions 
in the matter of ordaining Bishops, to his Suffragans, 
who may lawfully exercise them by his command. If 
however an Archbishop, before he receives the Pal- 


9 Lib. ii. Ep. 54. 
1 Ferrarius Bibl. Prompt, in art. Pallium. 
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lium, perform those offices which result immediately 
from the possession of it, such as for instance those 
relating to orders, and to the Chrism, &c. &c., the acts 
themselves are valid, but the Archbishop offends 
against the Canons and Laws of the Church. 

The days on which Archbishops and Patriarchs may 
wear the Pallium, are, Nativitas Domini, Fest. St. 
Joannis, St. Stephani, Circumcisio, Epiphania, Dom. 
Palmarum, Coena Domini, Sab. Sanctum, Tres dies 
Resurrectionis, Ascens. Domini, Tres dies Pentecostes, 
Fest. S. Joannis Bapt., et omn. Apostolorum, Quatuor 
Fest. B. M. V., S. Michaelis, Omnium SS., Dies Dedi- 
cationis Ecclesia, Consecrationis Episcoporum, Ordi- 
nationis Clericorum, Dies Anniversarius Ipsius Pal- 
liati, atque Festivitates principales sue Cathedralis 
Kcclesiz. 


NOTES. 


p. 17. Baronius relates St. William’s case at length. His 
first account is, that St. William was fully guilty of the charges 
brought against him ; and then he retracts, and says nearly the 
same thing as Pope Benedict, that St. Bernard was mistaken, 
having been misinformed, &c. Pagi Critica in Baron. is very 
decided in favour of St. William; and Pope Benedict XIV. 
says, ‘‘ Anastasius IV. S. P. in sedem suam Ebor: restituit Wil- 
lielmum et ad eum Pallium misit, comperta ejus innocentia ut 
Pagius narrat. tom. ii. breviarii Rom. Pontif. in vita preedict. 
Anast. IV. Luc. II. et Eugenius III. We may here observe 
that neither Baronius, Pagi, nor Pope Benedict, are correct 
in their details of the history. 


p- 42. In the ‘‘ Annales Wintoniensis Ecclesiae; auctore 
Monacho Winton. in Wharton’s Anglia Sacra, pars i. p. 300, 
there is the following notice of St. William’s exile, and of his 
life at Winchester. 

a. p. 1147. Exulatus est Archiepiscopus Ebor. Willielmus 
ab Archiepiscopatu suo; Henricus autam Wintoniensis Episco- 
pus propter sanctitatem ejus, et quia eum ordinaverat et conse- 
craverat, honorifice eum in domum suam suscepit cum suis, et 
necessaria sicut sibi et suis invenit. Ile autem, quantum potuit, 
et quantum passus est Henricus Episcopus, cum Monachis 
Wintoniensibus fuit, et illorum sanctitatem tanquam Angelorum 
dilexit, comedens et bibens cum illis, et in Dormitoric illorum 
dormiens. 

A. D. 1154. Wms. Archiepiscop. Ebor. pacificatus suis, me- 
diante Episcopo Henrico, cum reversus esset de exilio, veneno 


extinctus est, ut fertur ab Archidiacono suo, misso veneno in 
calice suo. 


p- 42. The only mention that is made of St. William’s peni- 
tence is by John of Hexham, and Bromton; on whose short 
account we have ventured to ground and draw out this part of his 
history. 


p- 55. Vid. Benedict XIV. de Canoniz. lib. i. cap. 39. ‘‘ De 
differentiis inter Beatificationem et Canonizationem.” St. 
William probably was honoured as Beatus in the Diocese of 


NOTES. 


York, soon after his death. His Canonization was binding on 
the whole Church, as Pope Benedict mentions. He says that 
although the Bulls were made out to special persons, this did 
not prevent the Canonization extending through the whole 
Church. 


p- 56. Pope Benedict lib. ii. cap. 49. ‘*De Testium ex- 
amine.” ‘‘Item, quid erit dicendum in hypothesi in qua testes 
preedicto modo deposuissent, hoc est, modo confuso et non ex- 
planato? Erit ne locus repetitioni? Repetitio profecto hac 
olim erat in usu. S. P. Honorius III. visa relatione judicum, 
quibus inquisitionem demandaverat in citata causa Canoniza- 
tionis S. Gullielmi. Arch. sic eis rescripsit uti legitur apud 
Raynaldum ad an. 1224 § 47. ‘< Ut igitur quod in hoc negligen- 
ter omissum est, per subsequentem diligentiam emendetur ; 
discretioni vestree per Apostolica scripta mandamus, quatenus 
vel dicta testium receptornm sub vestris sigillis per fideles nun- 
tios ad nostram presentiam, destinetis, vel inquisitionem so- 
lemnem iterum facientes, nobis plane ac plenarie, que singuli 
testes deposuerint rescribatis.” 


p- 57. Pope Benedict XIV. de Canoniz. lib. iv. pars 1, has 
a long chapter (xxxi) ‘‘ De liquoribus aliquando manantibus e 
Corporibus, Reliquiis, et Sepulcris Sanctorum.” He quotes 
§ 19, St. Basil. Hom. in Julittam Martyrem (t. 2. p. 35) ‘‘aquam 
laudibus extollit ex ejus sepulcro manantem ;” also, ‘‘ S. Greg. 
Turon. lib. i. cap. 30. De Gloria Martyrum. testatur suo tem- 
pore profluvium manne salutaris, e sepulcro S. Joanni’s Evang. 
dimanasse. Et eodem lib. cap. 31. narrat mirabile manne et 
olei profluvium e sepulcro S. Andree.” He goes on § 20. 
** De hisce liquoribus actum aliquando est in causis Canoniza- 
tionum, in causa videlicet, Beati Will. Ebor. in Anglia Archie- 
piscopi. Vide Bull. Canoniz.” 


p. 60. The remaining part of St. William’s history including 
the account of the Translation of his Remains, as also of the 
miracles consequent upon that event, is taken from the Lections 
nine in number which are in the York Breviary, 1493, and are 
appointed to be read on the Festival of the Translation. These 
are given at length in the Acta Sanctorum with this notice, 


NOTES. 


‘* Interim revertor ad S. Willielmi Translationem : que quam 
festive fuerit Eboraci celebrata, docet nos egregius de ea Sermo 
ex Anglico Codice Ms Macloviopoli (St. Malo) ad Bollandum 
transmissus, et pro Officii divini usu in Lectiones novem distri- 
butus: sed primis aliquot lineis mutilus, quarum videtur fuisse 
sensus: quod hujus S. Willielmi Natalis statim ab ejus morte, 
judicante populo, et consentiente ordinario (nam de Canoniza- 
tione aliqua per Romanum Pontificem nulla uspiam mentio) 
fuerit. 

In the York Breviary however of 1493, which is in the Bod- 
leian the first lection begins as follows: ‘‘ Gloriosus antistes | 
Eboracensis Willielmus postquam a seculo migravit multis ac 
magnis miraculis choruscavit. Unde ex decreto summi Pon- 
tificis et fratrum assensu Catalogo Sanctorum ascriptus est. 
Dies etiam obitus sui in tota provincia,” &c. and at this place 
the account in the Acta Sanctorum commences: so that the 
author of the above remark was mistaken in his suggestion as to 
what was the purport of the beginning of the Lection, as there 
is distinct mention made of the Canonization. 


p. 65. ‘* The table of the miracles which are ascribed to this 
Saint, which are thirty-six in number, with the indulgence of 
Pope Nicholas, are yet to be seen in our vestry: but time, and 
of late years no care, has so obliterated them, that a perfect 
transcript cannot be had of them.”—Drake’s Antiq. of York, b. 
inchs inp. 419. 

The miracles which are said to have taken place after the 
Translation, described at length in the Acta SS. Vit. S. Gul. § 
42-46, are, the restoration of a child to life who had been 
drowned, at the shrine of St. William; a knight Templar cured 
of lameness; a deformed person cured during a procession of 
the Saint’s relics ; and a dumb woman restored to speech during 
the celebration of the mass, who having seen a vision of 8. John 
of Beverley and 8. William, came as a pilgrim to the shrine of 
the latter, in faith that she should be cured of her infirmity. 
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